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1.0 Introduction

On behalf of the Marathon Petroleum Company, LLC (Marathon), Barr Engineering Company is
submitting a Wetland Replacement and Flood Control Plan in preparation for a proposed rail yard
expansion project at the Pig’s Eye site located east of Warner Road and the Mississippi River, west
of Highway 61 and south of Interstate Highway 94. The project site is located in the southwest
quarter of Section 3 and the southeast quarter of Section 4, Township 28, Range 22, City of St. Paul,

Ramsey County, Minnesota as shown on Figure 1.

In order to manage the current and future railcar transportation into and out of the St. Paul Park
refinery, Marathon has the need to develop a rail yard to meet a minimum storage capacity of 170
railcars. A feasibility study (Barr, 2005) was completed in November 2005, in which three locations
for rail yard expansion were evaluated. Two locations were adjacent to the St. Paul Park refinery
while the third was located off-site. The feasibility study recommended the off-site rail yard facility
located at the Pig’s Eye Site. The project site is owned by Canadian Pacific Railway (CP) which is
expected to be leased to Marathon. An Environmnetal Assessment Worksheet (EAW) for this
proposed facility will be submitted. In addition, a permit application for stormwater management
will be submitted to the Ramsey-Washington Metro Watershed District (RWMWD) by TKDA on
behalf of Marathon.

This Plan has been prepared in accordance with the requirements of the following rules and

regulations:

e 1991 Wetland Conservation Act (WCA) as administered by the City of St. Paul,

e Section 404 of the Clean Water Act administered by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps).
e Rule D -Flood Control as administered by RWMWD, and

¢ Rule E - Wetland Management as administered by the RWMWD.

The wetland boundaries within the project area were delineated on November 18, 2005, confirmed on
May 5, 2006 (Barr, 2006), and verified by the regulatory agencies on April 24, 2008. This Plan
includes background information describing the history of the site (Section 2.0), a description of the

proposed project (Section 3.0), a discussion of alternatives to the proposed project (Section 4.0), a
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description of the environmental setting (Section 5.0), descriptions of the delineated wetlands within
the site (Section 6.0), a description of the wetland impacts due to the proposed project and a wetland

mitigation plan (Section 7.0), and finally a flood control plan (Section 8.0).

A site location map is provided on Figure 1. The wetland delineations are shown on Figure 2. The
National Wetland Inventory map data is provided on Figure 3. The MnDNR Public Waters and
Wetlands map is provided on Figure 4. A map of the Ramsey County Soil Survey within the project
area is provided in Figure 5. The project wetland impacts are shown on Figure 6. Figure 7 shows the
RWMWD Rule E Buffer Widths surrounding the wetlands. A signed Combined Project Application
Form has been completed for the project and is attached in Appendix A. An Application for
Withdrawal of Wetland Credits is provided in Appendix B. The preliminary project construction
plans and cross sections are provided in Appendix C. Historical aerial imagery of the site is provided
in Appendix D. Wetland Data Forms for the delineated wetlands are included in Appendix E.
Photographs of the delineated wetlands taken on-site are located in Appendix F. Appendix G contains
summaries of wetland assessment results. Appendix H shows the areas of soil remediation and
backfill within the project site. Appendix I contains a Conditional Use Permit Application for the
City of St. Paul. Appendix J includes an Application for Wetland Determination for the City of St.
Paul.

Barr Engineering Company 2
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2.0 Project Need, Description, and Schedule

2.1 Project Need

In 2005, Marathon was faced with finding an alternate location for storage of their rail cars other than
the storage yard that had previously been used. The alternate storage was determined to be necessary
in order to maintain reliable delivery of rail cars to the plant at critical times to ensure continued
operation of the plant and reliable delivery of petroleum products to the public. In addition, the
alternative rail car storage was determined to be necessary to ensure the security of the product stored
in the cars, particularly following the events of 9/11 and direction received from Homeland Security.
Finally, consolidating rail car storage in one location where a comprehensive emergency response
plan could be developed and implemented with nearby emergency responders was of critical

importance.

Since mid 2005, CP has been managing Marathon’s rail cars in various yards that operate across the
metro area. This method of rail car storage is no longer acceptable for several reasons:

1. Rail cars are regularly stored in multiple areas that are not secured,

2. Multiple storage locations makes emergency response difficult, should it be needed,;

3. The logistics of reliably delivering cars to the plant from multiple areas around the metro area
has proven to be unacceptable in the long-term because there is a bottleneck within the rail
system in the metro area that does not allow CP to reliably plan around to deliver rail cars to
the plant when needed, thereby compromising Marathon’s ability to ensure timely delivery of

product to the public; and

4. CP has agreed to continue handling Marathon’s rail cars as long as Marathon pursues a

sustainable, long-term, and comprehensive solution.

2.2 Site Selection

Marathon conducted a feasibility study to evaluate new track construction in the following locations:
1. Atthe refinery,
2. Invarious areas outside of the metro area, and

3. At CP’s Pig’s Eye yard.

Barr Engineering Company 3
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2.2.1 At the Refinery
The study determined that additional tracks could be constructed for storage of an additional 42 rail
cars at the plant without impacting any of the surrounding residential areas within the Cities of

Newport and St. Paul Park. That construction was completed in January, 2006.

2.2.2 Outside the Metro Area

However, Marathon still needed storage accommodations for an additional 170 rail cars (8.4 million
gallons of petroleum storage capacity) to meet their peak storage needs during approximately two
months of each year when the public demand for their products is the highest. The study of potential,
available sites located outside of the metro area had several constraints that would not meet the

project needs:

a. All of the sites were in areas for which providing security would be very difficult and

local emergency response capabilities limited,

b. Not one site could be developed to handle the rail car capacity needed and multiple

areas would have been needed rather than one consolidated storage yard;

¢. The issue of rail car movement reliability through the metro area from a remote yard
would not be addressed. CP Rail expressed considerable concern that they could not
reliably deliver cars to Marathon from outside the metro area. Rail car delivery
delays would lead to Marathon potentially having to lower refinery production rates
thereby affecting the supply of refined product to the public in an unacceptable

manner,

2.2.3 Pigs Eye Yard

The final location considered was the Pig’s Eye site (currently owned by CP), which is located about
six miles north of the refinery. The site is large enough to meet the minimum storage capacity need
of 170 rail cars all in one location that can be fenced off to provide security. The site is adjacent to
CP’s current yard which provides the most efficient option for CP to service Marathon’s needs
reliably. The close proximity of the yard to not only the Marathon plant but the City of St. Paul Fire
Department as well, will ensure the best emergency response possible, if ever needed. The proximity
of the proposed yard to the existing CP yard and Marathon’s Security department at the plant will

enable closer security monitoring than any of the remote locations outside of the metro area.
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2.3 Site Location and Description

The site encompasses approximately 18 acres within the designated 100-year flood plain of the
Mississippi River. The 100-year flood elevation in this location is 706.3 feet above mean sea level
(MSL). The surrounding area is primarily used for rail and barge transportation activities. The City
of St. Paul also operates a demolition landfill and composting site in the area. Environmental
remediation activities have been conducted at the site (MPCA VIC site VP7531). The remediation
activities included partial removal of dump materials to a depth of approximately 4 to 6 feet within
the proposed rail yard construction limits. The dump materials were replaced with a geotextile fabric
overlain with clean compacted aggregate fill to an approximate elevation of 701 feet MSL, in
accordance with an Agreement between the City of St. Paul and CP and a backfill plan approved by
the MPCA (RETEC, 2005).

Barr Engineering Company
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2.4 Project Plan Description and Schedule

The project consists of the construction of a new rail yard adjacent to the existing St. Paul Yard.
Preliminary project construction plans are included in Appendix C. The proposed rail yard consists of
access roads, modified site entrances, and the addition of approximately 3,000 feet of track length
varying from 1 to 8 tracks in width to provide the capacity for storing 170 rail cars. The total project
area is approximately 18 acres. Storm sewer, water main piping, fencing, and access roads are
ancillary components of the project. Marathon has acquired the rights to development and use of the

property through a long-term lease from CP.

Due to the current difficulties CP experiences in reliably handling Marathon’s rail car storage and
delivery, Marathon has committed to developing a comprehensive solution to provide a single, secure
storage location near the plant as soon as possible. Therefore, Marathon is making every effort to
complete planning and construction by the end of 2009. As a prudent business decision, Marathon
determined that they would not begin equipment and materials acquisition for the project until all
permits were approved. The limiting factor for completing construction in 2009 is ordering of certain
pieces of rail equipment such as switches that have 6-9 month lead times. That equipment needs to be
ordered in February, 2009 in order to ensure completion by the end of the year. Marathon plans to
have all permits in hand by the end of January, 2009 so the equipment can be ordered and general
earthwork can begin in April, 2009. Should these critical deadlines not be met, the project will be in

danger of losing an entire year.

2.5 Adjoining Property Ownership

CP owns the property and operates a rail yard north of the proposed expansion site and expects to
consider plans to add additional rail car storage immediately north of Marathon’s proposed storage
yard in the future. The City of St. Paul also operates a demolition landfill and composting site in the
area. Pig’s Eye Lake Road adjoins to the west. The Metropolitan Council’s Pigs Eye Wastewater

Treatment Plant is located to the southwest of this site.
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3.0 Sequencing Analysis

Following is a discussion of alternatives and efforts to minimize wetland impacts in accordance with
the sequencing requirements in M.R. 8420.0520. Two alternatives that avoid wetland impacts are
considered and the reasons why they are not feasible and prudent are provided. In addition, the
proposed alternative is presented along with a discussion of why it is the only feasible and prudent

alternative.

3.1 No Build Alternative

The no build alternative was evaluated, and while it would not result in any wetland impacts, it is not
a feasible or prudent option. Marathon needs a rail yard facility for storing at least 170 railcars. The
no-build alternative would not meet Marathon’s project goals. Due to these issues, the no build

alternative was determined to not be feasible or prudent.

3.2 Wetland Avoidance Alternative — Alternate Site Location

Several existing railroad locations outside of the Metro area were evaluated for the new rail yard.
These sites were ruled out because suitable connections could not be made with the existing rail
system that would enable connection with the refinery. Alternative project sites are limited to areas
with access to the CP main line, which affords access to the Marathon Refinery where the stored cars
will originate from or be delivered to. A feasibility study compared the Pig’s Eye site with a site at
the Marathon refinery. Constructing the rail yard at the Refinery Site would avoid wetland impact;
however, it would not provide sufficient railcar storage. The Refinery Site would develop a capacity
for only 45 railcars. In comparison, the Pig’s Eye Site would provide capacity for 170 railcars. In
addition, developing the Refinery Site would require that the property be re-zoned in the northern
portion within the City of Newport. The refinery property would need to be re-zoned from light
industrial (1-1) to industrial storage (I-S). It is very likely that this zoning change would face
opposition. Developing a rail yard facility at the Refinery Site would likely not impact wetlands;
however, it would not meet the project storage capacity goals and would require rezoning, therefore,

development of the Refinery Site was determined to not be feasible.

3.3 Bridge Alternative
Wetland A is located between the proposed rail yard expansion and the existing rail line. One
alternative to avoid filling a portion of Wetland A for this connection is to construct a bridge over the

wetland. While it is thought that a bridge would avoid fill in Wetland A, due to the existing rail
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elevations and the required elevations of the proposed rail yard expansion, a bridge would not avoid
fill in Wetland A. The thickness of a bridge from the top of rail to the bottom of the pier cap would
be approximately 7.5 feet plus 2.0 feet for clearance/flow area, which would mean the bridge would

be buried in the wetland, thus wetland fill could not be avoided.

In addition, a bridge would result in the following problems:
e Adding a bridge increases safety risks for workers as they are working on a structure.
e A bridge would unreasonably increase maintenance requirements.

e The bridge would be located on a curve and in a turnout/switch, which is not standard.

3.4 Single Track Wetland Crossing Minimization Alternative

One minimization alternative was considered, as shown in Appendix N, in which the crossing of
Wetland A would be limited to 1 track width before branching out into the storage lines after
crossing the wetland. This alternative would reduce wetland impacts by 0.21 acres of the 0.79 acres
in the proposed plan. This minimization alternative is not feasible or prudent since it would not meet
the project needs. The single track wetland crossing option would reduce the rail car storage capacity
by 36 cars (21% storage reduction), which would not meet the project needs. Additional tracks
cannot be added to the south due to the environmental berm and other property ownership.
Additional track storage cannot be added to the north due to the future plans by CP and the lease
agreement between CP and Marathon. Therefore, the single track wetland crossing alternative is not

practicable.

3.5 Proposed Alternative
The proposed alternative described in Section 2.0 is the only feasible and prudent alternative to
achieve Marathon’s project goals. The proposed alternative minimizes regulated wetland impacts to

the greatest extent practicable.

Preliminary plans for the proposed rail yard have been prepared by TKDA and are included in
Appendix C. The preliminary plans have been developed to minimize wetland impacts given the
various location constraints. Figure 6 shows the associated wetland impacts. While the proposed rail
yard avoids impacts to the majority of Wetland A, a portion of fill in Wetland A is required to
provide a connection from the existing rail line to the proposed rail yard. The existing rail line is

fixed and the proposed connection near Wetland A was selected to eliminate impacts to Battle Creek.

Barr Engineering Company 8
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A culvert is proposed across the wetland fill section to maintain the hydrologic connection within
Wetland A. The culvert is proposed to be installed at the existing ground surface elevation under the
tracks. The proposed rail yard is constrained to the south by an environmental berm (Figure 2). The
proposed rail yard is designed to limit wetland impacts as much as possible while meeting the project
railcar capacity requirements and maintaining the necessary horizontal curvatures. The turnouts have
been located as far west as possible so that the track narrows at the east end to limit the amount of
wetland impact (see Appendix C, Figure 2). Portions of the infiltration basin/drainage ditch (Wetland
B) would require fill; however, this is not a natural wetland and is exempt from the WCA since it is
an incidental impoundment constructed solely for the purpose of storm water retention. Due to
railway connections, alignment constraints, the environmental berm to the south, and Battle Creek to

the east, the proposed plan is the only practicable alignment for the location of the proposed rail yard.

Barr Engineering Company 9
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4.0 General Environmental Setting

4.1 Soils

The Ramsey County Soil Survey (Figure 4) maps the evaluation area as udorthents, wet substratum.
Udorthents, wet substratum are areas of disturbed soils where the upper soil material has been
removed, filled or graded. They are moderately well drained, gravelly and sandy soil areas located

within areas of glacial fluvial deposits.

4.2 Upland Vegetation

The majority of the site surrounding the delineated wetlands consists of existing rail lines, buildings,
a dump and composting site, roads, parking lots, and recently graded soil surfaces. The vegetation in
the upland portions of the site consists of spotted knapweed (Centaurea biebersteinii), birdsfoot
trefoil (Lotus corniculatus), reed canary grass (Phalaris arundinacea), Canadian thistle (Cirsium
arvense), catnip (Nepeta cataria), cottonwood (Populus deltoides), aster (Aster spp.), goldenrod

(Solidago spp.), dandelion (Taraxacum officinale), and brome grass (Bromus inermis).

4.3 Surface Water Drainage

Stormwater on the western portion of the site drains into Wetland B and evaporates or infiltrates after
rainfall events. During extreme rainfall events, runoff will overflow to the eastern portion of the site.
Wetland A receives overland flow in the eastern portion of the site and discharges into Battle Creek

through a 15-inch culvert (Appendix C).

Battle Creek flows westward from the RWMWD Drainage Area C-72 under Highway 61 into
RWMWD Drainage Area STP-00 and continues northwest along the railroad tracks where it
combines with discharge from Little Pig’s Eye Lake (MNDNR Protected Water 62-234 W). The
creek flows to the south/southwest across the railroad tracks where Wetland A discharges into Battle
Creek. The creek continues to flow south/southeast through the site and into Pigs Eye Lake (MNDNR
Protected Water 62-4 P, Figure 5).

Additional watershed conditions and proposed stormwater management plans are described in the
permit application for stormwater management and erosion and sediment control submitted to
RWMWD on March 12, 2008.

Barr Engineering Company 10
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5.0 Wetland Delineation

5.1 Wetland Delineation and Classification Methods
The wetlands within the defined study area were identified and delineated during site visits on
November 18, 2005 and May 5, 2006.

The wetland delineations were established according to the Routine On-Site Determination Method
specified in the 1987 Corps of Ea ngineers Wetland Delineation Manual. The wetland boundaries
were delineated with pin flags that were numbered and placed at intervals of approximately 20 to 50
feet. The wetland boundaries were surveyed for horizontal control using a Global Positioning System

with sub-meter accuracy.

The National Wetland Inventory map is provided in Figure 3. Information on soil types within the
evaluation area was obtained from the Soil Conservation Service (SCS) Soil Survey for Ramsey
County (Figure 4). Numerous shallow soil borings were placed in and around the wetlands, to a depth
of at least 18 inches below the ground surface whenever possible. Representative soil samples from
each boring were examined for hydric soil indicators. Soil colors (e.g., 7.5YR 4/2, etc.) were
determined with the aid of a Munsell® soil color chart and noted on the Wetland Data Forms
(Appendix E). The hydrologic conditions were evaluated at each soil boring and are also noted on the
Wetland Data Forms.

The delineated wetlands (Figure 2) were classified using the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Circular
39 Wetland Classification System (Types 1, 2, 3, etc.), the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Cowardin
Wetland Classification System (PEMB, PSSC, PFOB, etc.), and the Eggers and Reed Community
types. The dominant plant species in each wetland were identified, and the corresponding wetland
indicator status of each plant species was determined and noted on the Wetland Data Forms.
Photographs of each wetland are provided in Appendix F. A summary of the wetland classifications

and wetland areas are provided in Table 1.

5.2 Aerial Photograph Interpretations 1937- 2006

The 1937 through 1953 aerial photographs show the evaluation area as partially natural wetland and
partially a dump (Appendix D). In 1966, the majority of the project area is disturbed by what appears
to be the dump and the general shape of Wetland A is evident. Battle Creek appears to have been
straightened through the eastern portion of the site as well as south of the evaluation area as

evidenced in the 1980 photograph. The historical aerial photos from 1937 through 1980 show that
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Wetland B is a recently added feature that did not exist previously. It appears that Wetland B
developed after 2000 and before 2002. Significant development to the north of the evaluation area is
evident by 1991. The 1997 imagery captures the inundation from the severe flood conditions. The
2000 imagery shows the environmental berm construction as part of the remediation of the site as
approved by the MPCA. The photographs dating back to 1937 show evidence of some wetlands
within the evaluation area throughout this time; however, it is not until the environmental berm
construction and the preparation for the new building construction in 2000 that the wetlands take on
their currently defined shape. Earthwork to the south of Wetland A is shown in the 2004 photograph.
Evidence of inundation within most of the delineated wetlands is shown in photographs from 1997,
2000, 2002, 2003, and 2004.

5.3 Wetland Descriptions

o Wetland A is a 6.05 acre Type 2/3/1 (PEMB/C/FOA) wet meadow/shallow marsh/floodplain
forest, located along the northeastern portion of the evaluation area (Figure 2). This wetland
receives stormwater runoff from railroad tracks to the north, parking lots to the north and west,
and the environmental berm and vacant covered dump area from the south. The wetland

discharges to the east into Battle Creek.

The dominant vegetation found in the wetland during the site visit includes cattails (Typha sp.),
reed canary grass, boxelder (Acer negundo), sandbar willow (Salix exigua), black willow (Salix
nigra), and cottonwood. Other species present in the wetland include stinging nettle (Urtica

dioica), river bulrush (Scirpus fluviatilis), blue vervain (Verbena hastata), Canadian thistle, red

stem aster (Aster puniceus), and bottlebrush sedge (Carex comosa).

The typical soil profile in the wetland consists of 6 inches of black (10YR2/1) sandy muck, above
6 inches of brown (10YRS5/3) sand with gravel and common yellowish red (5YR4/6) mottles. The
underlying 19 inches consists of very dark gray (10YR3/1) mucky clay with common large
prominent brownish yellow concentrations. Ten percent of the soil at this depth is black
(10YR2/1) and 5 percent has gray (L0YR5/1) depletions. The soil was saturated in the upper 12
inches along the wet meadow fringe and the wetland was inundated with as much as two feet of

water during the November 2005 site visit.

e Wetland B is a 0.29 acre Type 3/2 (PEMC/B) incidental, man-made stormwater management
basin/drainage ditch, which is located in the northwestern portion of the evaluation area (Figure
2). The wetland receives stormwater from surrounding roads, railroads, rail yard storage area, and

parking lots. The southeast end of the wetland consists of a ditch, which receives stormwater
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from the adjacent rail yard storage area. The wetland appears to act as an infiltration basin, as no
outlet was found during the site visit. This man made drainage ditch does not have historical
significance. The area was previously filled and has been graded for drainage purposes.

Therefore, the wetland is considered to be incidental.

The dominant vegetation found in the wetland appears to be smartweed (Polygonum sp.). At the
time of the site visit in November, vegetation was frost damaged and additional species were not
identified.

The soil profile within the wetland consists of 16 inches of very dark gray (10YR3/1) sand
(sediment) with muck above at least 4 inches of black (10YR2/1) clayey sand (sediment). The
wetland was saturated within the upper 16 inches and contained pockets of ice up to %2 inch thick
during the November site visit. The surface soil was cracked from previous inundation and

drainage patterns were evident.

e Wetland C is a 0.13 acre Type 2/3 (PEMB/C) wet meadow/shallow marsh wetland located
southeast of Wetland A (Figure 2). This incidental wetland is a narrow ditch which does not
appear to have historical significance. It appears to have been formed during recent construction

of berms on both the east and west sides. Overflow from the wetland discharges into Wetland A.

Reed canary grass is the dominant vegetation within this wetland. Additional species include blue

vervain, goldenrod, smartweed, and common reed (Phragmites australis).

The typical soil profile within the wetland consists of 16 inches of dark grayish brown (10YR4/2)
silty sand with yellowish brown (10YR5/6) mottles over at least 16 inches of dark gray
(10YRA4/1) silty sand. The wetland was not inundated at the time of the site visit; however, the
soil was moist at the surface and saturated within the upper 16 inches. Drainage patterns were

also evident in the wetland.

o Wetland D is a 0.04 acre Type 2 (PEMB) wet meadow drainage ditch at the far eastern portion
of the evaluation area, and extends to the east outside of the evaluation area (Figure 2). This
incidental ditch receives stormwater from the bordering railroad tracks to the north and upland
berm to the south where it eventually discharges into Pigs Eye Lake. Pigs Eye Lake is listed as a
Protected Water (62-4 P) by the MNDNR (Figure 5). The portion of this ditch which was
delineated for this project is the far western edge of the ditch. The majority of the ditch is located

east of the evaluation area.
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The dominant vegetation found in the wetland includes reed canary grass, bottlebrush sedge,

aster, goldenrod, and common reed.

The typical soil profile within the wetland consists of 12 inches of very dark grayish brown
(10YR3/2) sandy muck with some very dark gray (L0YR3/1) mottles and common dark yellowish
brown (10YR4/6) concentrations. A soil profile below this layer was unattainable at the time of
the site visit due to frozen soil conditions. The soil was not saturated in the upper 12 inches and
there was no inundation during the November 2005 site visit, drainage patterns in the wetland
showed evidence of water flowing to the east. This wetland continues to the east beyond the

evaluation area.

o Battle Creek — The portion of Battle Creek which lies within the evaluation area was delineated
at the time of the site visit. This 0.40 acre portion of Battle Creek is a Type 3/90 (PEMF/RUBG)
shallow marsh/riverine system located in the eastern portion of the evaluation area (Figure 2). A
rail bridge is located at the north end of the delineated area. Water from Little Pig’s Eye
(MNDNR Protected Water 62-234 W, Figure 5) discharges into Battle Creek. The water flows
under this rail bridge and continues to the south. Wetland A discharges into Battle Creek through
a culvert immediately southwest of the rail bridge. Battle Creek eventually flows into Pig’s Eye

Lake south of the evaluation area.

The portion of Battle Creek within the evaluation area has an unconsolidated sandy bottom with

reed canary grass, river bulrush, smartweed, and blue vervain along the sides.

Soils within the creek are very dark gray (10YR3/1) sandy muck. The creek was inundated with
as much as 6 inches of water at the time of the site visit and sedimentation drainage patterns were

evident.
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6.0 Wetland Impacts and Mitigation

6.1

Wetland Impacts

The proposed rail yard (Appendix C) would result in 0.85 acres of unavoidable wetland impacts, in

which 0.79 acres are jurisdictional (Table 1). Wetland impacts, based on the proposed project plan

include:

6.2

Fill in Wetland A to allow for the proposed rail yard connection to the existing rail line. As
described in Section 4.4, the options for rail alignment are extremely limited by boundary
constraints, alignment curvatures, rail car storage requirements, and the need for balancing
flood storage on-site; allowing no avoidance alternative. The area where the proposed rail
yard and roadway would impact Wetland A includes 0.12 ac. of Type 1 (floodplain forest),
0.19 ac. of Type 2 (wet meadow), and 0.48 ac. of Type 3 (shallow marsh) wetland fill
totaling 0.79 acres within Wetland A.

Fill in Wetland B to allow for the connection from existing track to the proposed rail line
expansion. The impact on Wetland B includes 0.05 ac. of fill in Type 3 (shallow marsh)
wetland at the north end and 0.01 ac. of fill in Type 2 (wet meadow) wetland along the ditch
at the south end. This stormwater pond/drainage ditch is exempt from the WCA since it is an
incidental impoundment constructed solely for the purpose of storm water retention.
Historical imagery from 1937 through 2000 indicates that this is not a natural wetland basin
(Appendix D). In preparation for the remediation work in 2006, the City of St. Paul
concurred that this stormwater pond qualifies for an incidental exemption. Stormwater
management for the rail yard project is proposed to be compensated in the ditches proposed
alongside the north and south sides of the rail alignment according to the stormwater

management permit application submitted to the RWMWD on March 12, 2008.

Wetland Mitigation

Wetland mitigation planning was conducted in accordance with the WCA replacement siting rules

and guidelines from Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. Wetland Conservation Act wetland

replacement siting, M.R. 8420.0543 describe the priorities that must be evaluated for siting wetland

replacement as follows:

1.

On-site or in the same minor watershed as the affected wetland,
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2. Inthe same watershed as the affected wetland,
3. In the same county as the affected wetland,

4. For replacement by wetland banking, in the same wetland bank service area as the impacted

wetland and within an area containing less than 50 percent of historic wetland resources,

5. Finally, within an adjacent watershed for project specific replacement or within an adjacent

bank service area for replacement by wetland banking.

An overriding set of priority siting locations takes precedent in the seven-county metropolitan area
(M.R. 8420.0543 A.8):

1. In the affected county
2. In another of the seven metropolitan counties, or

3. In one of the major watersheds that are wholly or partially within the seven-county
metropolitan area, but at least one-to-one must be replaced within the seven-county

metropolitan area.

The wetland replacement siting guidelines continue to describe the conditions that allow pursuit of
opportunities at the next siting level (M.R. 8420.0543 D and E):

D. When reasonable, practicable, and environmentally beneficial replacement opportunities are not
available in siting priorities listed in M.R. 8420.0543 A, the applicant may seek opportunities at the

next level.

E. For the purposes of item D, “reasonable, practicable, and environmentally beneficial replacement

opportunities: mean opportunities that:

(1) take advantage of naturally occurring hydrogeomorphological conditions and require minimal

landscape alteration;
(2) have a high likelihood of becoming functional wetland that will continue in perpetuity;

(3) do not adversely affect other habitat types or ecological communities that are important in

maintaining biological diversity of the area; and
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(4) are available and capable of being done after taking into consideration cost, existing

technology, and logistics consistent with the overall project purposes.

6.2.1 On-Site or Minor Watershed Mitigation
The first consideration for wetland replacement was on-site within the project area. Areas of the site

considered for wetland mitigation include:
e The area located west of the proposed rail car storage,
e The area located north of the proposed rails, and
e The area south and east of Wetland A, adjacent to Wetland C and Battle Creek (Appendix J).

There are three primary constraints that render on-site mitigation not feasible, prudent, or

environmentally beneficial:

1. None of the project areas are available for wetland replacement as they are not owned by

Marathon and therefore, not under their control to allow wetland replacement activities;

2. All areas of the project property would require significant landscape alteration to create

wetlands;

3. None of the project areas are suitable for the development of functional wetlands that will
continue in perpetuity. All areas of the site considered for wetland replacement had dump
materials removed and were backfilled with non-native soils to isolate the remaining dump
materials from human exposure and groundwater. The existing project site is a Voluntary
Investigation and Clean-up (VIC) brown field site that was previously a City dump.
Remediation efforts conducted in the past by CP Rail and the City of St. Paul resulted in the
removal of the top 4 feet of dump material. However, there is still remaining dump material
below this remediated area. Pre-design stormwater discussions with the Minnesota Pollution
Control Agency (MPCA) VIC Department concluded that it is advantageous not to have areas
in the dump footprint that would hold water and subsequently percolate into the dump
material and potentially impact groundwater and/or downstream surface waters such as Battle
Creek and the Mississippi River. Thus, the proposed stormwater management for the project
was designed to drain surface water off of the site with proper erosion controls. Any
attempts to create wetlands on-site would be contrary to the MPCA directive to avoid holding

water on the surface such that it could percolate into the dump materials.
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Therefore, in accordance with wetland replacement siting rules (M.R. 8420.0543), on-site mitigation
was deemed not practicable for the three reasons described above. There are no available wetland
replacement opportunities in the Mississippi River minor watershed #20088. Inquiries were made
with Tina Carstens of the Ramsey-Washington Metro Watershed District regarding their knowledge
of any wetland replacement opportunities within that watershed. She was not aware of any
opportunities in the watershed other than those listed in the BWSR wetland bank. No wetland bank

accounts are listed within the minor watershed.

6.2.2 Major Watershed and Ramsey County

The next two levels of consideration for wetland replacement siting are overlapping, including the
same major watershed (Mississippi River- Metro #20) as the affected wetland and Ramsey County.
The only wetland banking opportunity within Ramsey County is a wetland bank account that contains

only public value credits (PVC).

During the pre-application meeting for this project in April, 2008, all parties were aware of
Marathon’s interest in wetland mitigation opportunities within the watershed, the city and the county.
Several possible project-specific wetland replacement opportunities have been evaluated within the
City of St. Paul and in Ramsey County. Marathon and the Technical Evaluation Panel met with the
City of St. Paul Parks Department to discuss potential opportunities associated with St. Paul Parks.
Two potential wetland replacement opportunities were identified by St. Paul Parks in their
comprehensive planning efforts; Trillium and Willow Reserve (near Como Lake). However, both
projects are in the conceptual stage of development so there will be approximately 2-4 years of
design, infrastructure modifications and clean up before they would be ready for wetland
development. Therefore, those projects would not be practicable given the critical schedule for the

Marathon project.

One additional project within the City of St. Paul was discussed that is not affiliated with the Parks
Department. Apparently, there is a project currently under construction south of the Holman Field
St. Paul Airport involving public waters impacts and mitigation. It was suggested that Marathon
could possibly just add on to the mitigation taking place associated with that project. Given the stage
of that project (already under construction), it is not feasible to attempt to ask a project developer to
change plans mid-construction to accommodate the planning of additional wetland mitigation for an
independent company that may be at odds with the current project goals. In addition, the project is

not available and is logistically inconsistent with purpose and goal of the Marathon project.
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Therefore, that project was determined to not be feasible or prudent in accordance with the WCA

guidelines outlined in Section 2.2.

Tom Peterson, Ramsey Conservation District, talked to the Ramsey County Parks Department and
Ramsey County. The parks department was not aware of any project specific wetland replacement
opportunities at this time. While Ramsey County has a wetland bank account that is either fully

certified or close to being certified, the County is holding the credits for their own use.

A search was conducted of the BWSR listing of available banking credits. No banked credits are
available within the City of St. Paul and only one account is available in Ramsey County. The single
wetland bank account in Ramsey County is #1138 and contains only upland public value credits. The
owner has agreed to sell credits to Marathon for this project, the details of which are described

below.

There are only two wetland bank accounts with credits available in the same major watershed;
however, the available credits are not in-kind. Both accounts are located in Hennepin County and
contain Type 3 (#1412 containing 0.37 acres and #1346 containing 0.74 acres) and Type 5 (#1412
containing 1.23 acres and #1346 containing 2.46 acres) new wetland credits (NWC) along with
public value credits. Marathon proposes to fulfill the wetland mitigation requirements through the
purchase of 0.74 acres of Type 3 NWC and 0.05 acres of Type 5 NWC from bank account #1346.
Therefore, 0.48 acres of impact will be replaced in-kind at a 2:1ratio (0.96 acres) and the remaining
0.31 acres of impact will be replaced at a 2.25:1 ratio (0.70 acres) for a total of 1.66 acres. For the
required mitigation over the 1:1 NWCs provided, a total of 0.87 acres of PVC will be purchased from
account #1138 in Ramsey County. Draft Application for Withdrawal of Wetland Bank Credit forms

are included in Appendix B. Table 1 summarizes the plan for wetland mitigation.
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7.0 RWMWD Rule D: Flood Control Plan

All earthwork will be conducted above the ordinary high water level (e.g., 693 feet MSL) and below
the 100-year floodplain (e.g., 706.3 feet MSL). Rule D of the RWMWAD’s rules states that placement
of fill within the 100-yr floodplain is prohibited unless compensatory storage is provided. Therefore,
one criterion is that compensatory storage must be provided on the development or immediately
adjacent to the development within the affected floodplain. Compensatory flood plain storage will be
provided onsite by the proposed rail yard to fully offset the fill associated with this project. Net
cut/fill calculations are detailed in the TKDA memorandum submitted to the RWMWD on July 18,
2008 (Appendix G) and show a slight excess of cut. Earthwork summary drawings are also provided
in Appendix G. Cut will consist of existing clean cover soil and dump materials. All excavated dump
materials will be removed for offsite disposal in accordance with an MPCA approved site
development plan. Clean excess soil will be used to replace excavated dump materials and to provide

a buffer between the dump materials and the final grade.

Supporting documentation has been provided in correspondence with the RWMWD - see Appendix
G.
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8.0 RWMWD Rule E: Wetland Management

The City of St. Paul administers the WCA for this site; however, certain wetland buffer and water
quality criteria adopted in the RWMWD Wetland Management Rule E, are applicable whether or not
the RWMWD is the WCA local government unit.

One criterion is that all stormwater must be treated to the water quality standard outlined in Rule C
before discharge to a wetland. This criterion has been addressed in the RWMWD permit application
submitted on March 12, 2008.

Another RWMWD criterion requires that buffers shall be established for all developments adjacent to
a wetland. The width of the buffer is determined by the wetland management classification. The
wetlands on this site currently are not assigned to a management classification. Management
classifications are determined by conducting a wetland functional assessment using the Minnesota
Routine Assessment Method for Evaluating Wetland Functions Version 3.1 (MNRAM). The
MNRAM was not completed on this site during the RWMWD wetland assessment project due to lack
of access at the time of that project. However, as part of this wetland delineation/wetland
replacement plan application process, Barr has completed the wetland functional assessments using
the MNRAM for all of the delineated wetland areas on this site. The results of the MNRAM
assessments show that the functional ratings are low to moderate for all wetlands at the site.
Functional assessment and vegetation community summaries are provided in Appendix H. Based on
the MNRAM, the management classifications and corresponding RWMWD buffer requirements were

determined as shown in Table 2.

Wetland A would require an average 25 ft. buffer with a minimum of 12.5 ft. surrounding the
wetland. Given the existing conditions on this industrial site, there is limited potential for
establishing a buffer around this wetland. The existing rail yard and access road to the north are
immediately adjacent to the wetland. There is a parking lot with steep slopes and rip rap surrounding
an electrical structure on the west side. The southern boundary is limited by the dump materials and
contains compacted aggregate fill, which would likely not support native buffer vegetation. Figure 7
shows that the buffer requirements are not feasible due to the current boundary constraints on the

site. Therefore, a variance of the buffer requirement is requested for this project.
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Wetland Delineation, Impact, and Replacement Summary

Table 1

Revised December 22, 2008

Eggers and Reed®
Wetland Type
Within Alteration

i Delineated Wetland Replacement
Cowardin Area\ﬁ Predo-mmant Wetland Area| Impact Area | Replacement r:é:redits
Wetland Identification | Circular 39 Type Y| Classification ? egetation (acres) (acres) Ratio Required (acres)
Floodplain Forest /
boxelder, willow, and
Wetland A Type 1 PFOA cottonwood 0.12 2.25:1 0.27
Wet Meadow / reed 6.05
Wetland A Type 2 PEMB canary grass 0.19 2.25:1 0.42
Shallow Marsh /
hybrid cattail,
Wetland A Type 3 PEMC narrowleaf cattail 0.48 2:1 0.96
Stormwater Pond /
Drainage
Wetland B Type 2 PEMB Ditch/smartweed 0.29 0.006* exempt exempt
Stormwater Pond / '
Drainage Ditch/bare
Wetland B Type 3 PEMC soil 0.05" exempt exempt
Wet Meadow / reed
Wetland C Type 2 PEMB canary grass 0.13 none none none
Shallow Marsh / '
Wetland C Type 3 PEMC common reed none none none
Wet Meadow / reed
Wetland D Type 2 PEMB canary grass 0.04 none none none
Shallow Marsh /
reed canary grass,
Battle Creek Type 3 PEMF river bulrush 0.40 none none none
Riverine System / '
Unconsolidated
Battle Creek Type 90 RUBG Bottom none none none
Total 6.92 0.79 1.66

! U.s. Fish and Wildlife Service, Circular 39 Classification System
2 U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Cowardin Classification System

% Wetland Plants and Plant Communities of Minnesota and Wisconsin (Eggers and Reed, 1997)
4 Exempt wetland impacts not included in total
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Table 2
MNRAM Identification, Management Classification, and Buffer Widths

Vegetated Wetland Buffer Widths
Wetland ID MNRAM ID Management Classification | Average Buffer Width | Minimum Buffer Width
Wetland A | 62-028-22-03-001-A C-Manage 2 25 12.5
Wetland B * | 62-028-22-04-001-S C-Manage 2 25 12.5
Wetland C | 62-028-22-03-002-A C-Manage 2 25 12.5
Wetland D | 62-028-22-03-003-A C-Manage 2 25 12.5
Battle Creek | 62-028-22-03-004-A B-Manage 1 50 25

* Wetland B is a stormwater pond and therefore, would only require a 10 ft. buffer from the normal water level.
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Appendix A

Combined Project Application Form



NA-026620-038 {V.2.07 for MS WORD) H/29/04

Minnesota Local/State/Federal Application Forms for Water/Wetland Projects

USE THIS APPLICATION FOR ANY PROJECT AFFECTING A LAKE, RIVER, STREAM OR WETLAND,
INCLUDING:
Local Government Usit Approval Pursuant to Minticsota Wetlands Conservation Act (WCA)
Minnesota Department of Natural Resources (DNR) Permit 1o Work in Public Waters
Department of the Army Permit {33 CFR325)

Note: The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (COE) will forward application forms to the Minnesota Poliution Control Agency (MPCA) for
processing if state water quality certification is-required from the MPCA. You do not need to send this application to the MPCA.

This application packet includes::
PartI: The BASIC APPLICATION and the COE APPLICATION to be filled out by all applicanis (sce Instructions).

PART II: The REPLACEMENT PLAN SUPPLEMENT 10 be completed anly for projects that impact wetlands and requirea
replacement pian for wetland mitigation. I you're not sure whether your project requires a replacement plan, <ali your Local
Government Unit{LGU) or Soil and Walter Conservation District (SWCD) office for guidance:

Do not proceed with your project until you have received all required approvals from your LGU. the DNR and the.COE. ¥ you wish to confirm
the status-of your application at any time, contact the agencies directly (se¢ Instructions, page 2). Proceeding with work before all required
authorizations are ebtained miay result in fines or other penalties, and may include a requirement to restere the project site to original
condition,

If you have guestions or need-assistance with filling out these forms, contact your local SWCD office, vour LGU, your Aréa DNR Waters office;
or.your- COR ficld office (séc Instructions, page 2).

I you believe that your project may be subject to watershed district, local zoning; or any other‘iocal regulations besides those of your LGU;
contact those office(s)-directly. H you are a Federal Farm Program participaat and-your project affects a wetland: of water body on agricultural
land, youreligihility: for USDA benefits may be affected. ‘Contact a Natural Resources Conservation Service office for further information.

A QUICK LOOK AT THE PROJECT APPLICATION PROCESS

Electronic files; Forms can be downloaded and filled out using Microsofl Word. “Your input will be restricted to-fill-in fields where users can enter text or check
boxes. These areas appear gray onthe screen, bub not on the printed document.

Send copies of ihése: completed application forms 1o your LGU, your Arca DNR Waters office, and your COE regulatory office.

Any of the agencies may make initial contact with you f07a} inform you that it has no jurisdiction over your project; b} request additional information needed; or
¢} inform you of applicable fees.

When your application is considered complete and appropriate fees have been received (if requestedy it will be distributed forappropriate soview,

Following dgencied” reviews, you will be informed if it has been approved, approved with changes or conditions, withdrasa, or denied.
For information about state laws, rulcs and regulations that direct this process go fo the web site wwwirevisorleg.siateamn:us. For information on US. Amy Corps
of Engineers régulations go'to the web site www.mvp.usace.army.mil.

Instructions for Part |

HELP 1: Everyapplicsnt must fill out Sectien 1. Theapplicant is the person. agency, company, corporation, or other organization that owns,
leases, or holds other legal rights to the Tand where the project is located. ‘Indicate names of multiple-applicants on a-separate sheet,

HELP 1A: Fill out Section 1A only if you have designated an anthorized agent. Anauthorized agent may be an attorsiey. builder, consuliant,
contractor, engineer, orany other person or organization designated by the applicant to represent him/her in.this process. An agent is not required.

HELP 5: Parpese, description and dimensions of project: State briefly (in a sentence or'two} what you propese to do and why it is neededs
Also, deseribe whether your preject- will involve any-6f the following:
-  Construction of structures, filling; draining, dewatering, remioving, excavating or repair.
- Construction of an access path, bridge, culvert, dam, ditch, dock, driveway, riprap, road, sand blanket, shore protection, or tile line.
- Construgtion of any structures on {ill, piles or a float-supported platform. I so, describe.
- Dredging or discharging (placing fifl material) into a wetland orother water body (including the temporary placement of material). ifso,
explain the specific purpose of the placement of the material {such as erosion control) and indicate how it will beadone (such aswitha
backhoe.ordragline). If dredged material is fo be discharged o an upland site, identify the location of the site,
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Include an overhead view drawing showing the work to be undertaken and its relative location on the preperty. Show ifems such as
property houndaries or lot dimensions; focation and extent of shoreline, wetlands and water; location and dimensions and footprint of the
proposed project, structure or activity {include length. width, elevation and other measurcments as appropriate); points of reference such as
existing homes, structures, docks o landscape features; indication of ‘nerth; and location of spoil and disposal sites (if applicable). Hand drawn,
compiiter generated or professionally prepared drawings are acceptable, as long as they contain all necessary information clearly, accurately,
and in adequate detail. Please include specific dimensions whenever possible. You may also include photos, if you wish.

HELP 7: For information regarding adjacent landowners, contact the tax assessor where the project is'to be developed.

HELP B: I any partof the work has already been completed, describe the arca already developed. Include a description of structures
completed; any dredged or {iil material already discharged {including type of material and volume in cubic yards); acres or square feet filled (if
4 wetland or other waterbody); and whether the work was done under an existing permit (if so identify the authorization, if possible).

HELP 9: Other perinifs, reviews or approval related to the project may include the following: conditional use permit; plat approval;
zoning variance; National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permit; state disposal system permit (includes dredged material disposal);
watershed district/watershed management organization permit (stormwater, crosion; floodplain); environmental assessment
worksheet/environmental impact statement; hazardous waste site; feedlot permit; groundwater appropriation permit; or county/township
driveway/road permif, Are you awarg of any archeological or cultural resource determinations or surveys-completed concerning the project or
replacement sile by the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO)or others? I yes, please explain on a separate sheet or-atiach-a copy-of any
déterminations.or surveys.

Final Checklists (Part l)

1 Have you completed all of Part I {Page 1), plus the Federal application (Papge 2)?
1 Did you {and youragent, if applicable) sign Section 10 on page 17
Have you.signed the Application for the Department of thé Army Permit {Page 2} to seek Federal authorization of your projeet?
Have you included the necessary attachments for Part 1?
Attachments mistincludel
[ Site LocatorMap {Section 3)
{1 Typeof Project{Section4):(if additional space was needed)
] Overhead View of Project (Section 5 and HELP 5)
T Project Purpose; Description and Dimensions {Section 5) ¢if additionat space was needed)
Attachments may also include:
[} Applicant Conitact Information (HELP 1) (if additional space was needed)
{1 Project Location {Section 3) {if additional space was peeded)
[ 1 Project Alternatives {Section 6} (if additional space was nceded)
"] Photographs
[ Adjoining Property Owners (Section 7) {if additional space Wwas needed)
[} Work Already Completed Section (Section 8) (il you answered YES)
[ State Historic Preservation Office determination or survey

Submitting Your Application
Make three copies of the entire application and all attachments. Keep the original, and mail 2 complete copy of your application to each of the.
loeal, state, and Federal entities listed below. B sure toinclude Part] and il attachments with ¢ach dpplication.

LOCAL: Send to the appropriate Local Government Unit (LGU). If necessary, contact your county Soil and Water Conservation District (SWCD)
office or'visit the Board of Water and 'Soil Resources (BWSR Y web gite {wiww.bwsr.state:mn.us) 1o-determine the appropriate LGU.

STATE: Send to your Area DNR Waters office, attention Area Hydrologist. 1f necessary, contact your county Soil and Water Conservation District
{SWUD) office or visit the DNR website (wwiv.dnrstate.mn.us) to locate the Arca Hydrologist for your Jocation, or contact a Regional DNR office:

NW Region: NE Region: Centrat Region: Southern Region:
2115 Birchmont Beach Road N.E. 1201 East Highway 2 1200 Warner Road 261 Highway 1S South
Bemidji; MN 56601 Grand Rapids, MN 53744 St Paul, MN 53106 New Ulm, MN 56073
Phone: 218-755-3973 Phone: 218:327-4416 Phone: 651-772-7910 Phone: 507 359-6053

FEDERAL; Send to the appropriate U.S. Army Corps of Engineers regulatory ficld office:

Brainerd: St. Pauk: La Crescent: Two Harbors:

1.8, COE, Regulatory Branch U.S. COE, Regulatory Branch 1.8, COE, Regulatory Branch 1.5, COE, Regulatory Branch
10867 . Gull Lake Drive N.W. Army Corps of Engineers Centre 1 114 South Oak Street 1554 Highway 2, Suite 2
Brainerd, MN 56401-9051 190 5™ Sireet Bast LaCresceni, MN 53947-1338  Two Harbors, MN 55616
Phone: 218-829-8402 St. Paul, MN 55101-9051% Phone: 507-895-8059 Phone: 218-834-6630

Phone: 651-290-5373

WEB SIES: BWSR: wwwhwerstatemnus  US ACOE: wwwmvpusace.armymil  DNR:wwwidnestatemnus  MPCA: www.pea state.minus
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NA-026620-038 (V.2.02 for MS WORD) H/29/04
Minnesota Local/State/Federal Application Form for Water/Wetland Projects

For Internal Use Only
Application No. Field Office Code Date Initial Application Received Date initial Application Deemed Complete

PART I: BASIC APPLICATION

“See HELP™ directs you fo important additional information sud assistance in Instructions, Page 1,

1. LANDOWNER/APPLICANT CONTACT INFORMATION (See Help 1)
Name: Greg Schafer, Marathon Petroleum Company Phone: 651-458-2758
Complete mailing address: 301 St Paul Park Rd., St. Paul Park, MN 55071

1A. AUTHORIZED AGENT (See Help 14} (Only if applicable; an agent is not required)
Name: Joe Berns, Barr Engineering Company Phoiie: 852-832-2832
Complete mailing address: 4700 West 77th St,, Minneapolis, MN 55435-4803

2. 'NAME, TYPE AND SIZE OF PUBLIC WATERS or WETLANDS IMPACTED (Attach Additional Project Area sheets if needed)
Name or L.D: # of Waters Impacted (if applicable: if known): Table 2

(Check all that applyy: [JLake [River Rwettand type 801 {110 W2 X3 4 Os Os O7 Os
Indicate size of entire fake or wetland (checkone): [ Lessthan 10-acres (indicate size: 6:92) [ ]10to 40-acres [ ] Greater than 40 acres

3. PROJIECT LOCATION (Information can be found on property tax statement, property title or title insurance):

Project stréet address: Fire #: City {if applicable): St Paul
Y4 Section: SW, SE  Section: 3,4  Township#:28  Range#:22 County: Ramsey
Lot #: Block: Subdivision: Watershed (name or #) Mississippi R.220

Attach a simple site locatormap. [fneeded, include on the map written directions to the site from a known location or landmark, and
provide distances from known locations. Label the sheet SITE LOCATOR MAP.

4, TYPEOFPROJECT; Describethe type of proposed work. Attach TYPE OF PROJECT shestif needed.
See Sections 2 and 3 in WRP Narrative

§. PROJECT PURPOSE, DESCRIFTION AND DIMENSIONS: Describe what you plarto doand why it is needed, how you plan to
construct the project with dimensions (length, width, depth), area of impact, and when you propose to construct the project. This:is the
most important partof your application. See HELP 5 before completing this section; see What To.Include on Plans {Instructions,
page 1. Attach PROJECT DESCRIPTION sheet.

See WRP Narrative and Appendix D of WRP

Footprint of project: 18 acresor square feet drained, filled or excavated.

6. PROJECT ALTERNATIVES: What alteratives to this proposed project have you considered that would aveid or minimize impacts
10 wetlands of waters? List at least TWQ additional alternatives to your project in Section:5 that avoid wetlands {one of which may be “no
build” or “do nothing™), and explain why you chose to pursue the option described in this application over these alternatives, Attach
PROJECT ALTERNATIVES sheet if needed.

See WRP Narrative, Section 3.0

7. ADJOINING PROPERTY OWNERS: Forprojects that impact more thran 10,000 square feet of water or wetlands, list the complete
mailing addresses of adjacent property owners on-an attached separate sheet. (See HELP 7)

8. PORTION OF WORK COMPLETED: isany portion of the work in wetland or water arcas afready completed? [] Yes BNo. It
yes, describe the completed work on & separate sheet of paper labeled WORK ALREADY COMPLETED. (Sec HELP 8)

9, STATUS OF OTHER APPROVALS: List any other permits, reviews or gpprovalsrelated to this proposed project that are cither pending or
have aiready been approved or denied on a separate attached sheet. See HELP 9.

18. 1am applying for state and local authorization to conduct the work deseribed i this application. T'am familiar with the information
contained in this application. To the best of my knowledge and belief, all information in Part Lis true, complete, and accurate: |- possess
the authority 1o undertake the work described, or 1 amacting as the duly authorized agent of the applicant.

é___ /é‘/ 122208

Si%ure of agent {if applicable} Date

This block must be signed by the' person wiio desires to undertake the proposed activity and has the necessary property rights to do so. H only the Agent has signed,
please attach a separate sheet signed by the landowner, giving necessary authorization to the Agent.
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APPLICATION FORDEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY PERMIT (33 CFR325) ONMB APPROVAL NO. 0718-003 Expires Dec 31, 2004

The public burden for this colection of information is estimated to average 10 hours per response, although the majority of applications should require S hours or less. This includes
the time for reviewing instructions, hing existing data gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of information. Send
comments regarding this burden esti or any other aspect of this collection of information, including suggestions for reducing this burdes, to Departmient of Defense, Washington
Headquarters Service Directarate of Infonmation Operations and Reports, 1215 Jefferson Davis Highway, Suite 1204, Arkinglon, VA 22202-4302; and to the Office of Management
and Budget, Paperwork Reduction Project {07 10-0003), Washington, DC 20503. Respondents should be aware that notwithstanding any other provision of taw, no person shali be
subject to any penalty for failing to'comply with a collection of infornwmtion if it does not display & currently valid OMB control number. Please DO NOT RETURN your-form to
sither of these-addresses, Completed appheations must be submitted.to the District enginger having juiisdiction over the location of the proposed activity.

PRIVACY ACT STATEMENT: Authoritics; Rivers and Harbors Act; Section 10, 33 USC 403; Clean Water Act; Seetion 404, 33 USC 1344; Marine Protection, Research and
Sanctuaries Act, 33 USC 1413, Scction 103, Principal purpose: Information provided on this form will be used in evaluating the application for 4 permit. Routine uses; This
information may be shared with the Department of Justice and other Federal, state, and Jocal government agencies. Submission of requested information is voluntary; however, if
information is not provided, the permit application casnot be eveluated nor can.a permit be issucd.

ITEMS 1 THROUGH 4 TO BE FILLED IN BY THE CORPS
1. APPLICATION NO; 2. FIELD OFFICECODE 3. DATE RECEIVED 4. DATE APPLICATION COMPLETED

YOU DO NOT NEED TO COMPLETE ITEMS 6-10 and 12-25 in the SHADED AREAS.

Al applicants must complete non-shaded items 5and 26. 1fan agent is used, also complete items 8-and 11. This optional Federal form is valid

for use only when included as part of this entire state application packet.

3. APPLICANT'S NAME 8. AUTHORIZED AGENT’S NAME AND TITLE (an agent 13101 required)
Joe Berns (Barr Engineering), Engineer

Greg Schafer

ILSTATEMENT OF AUTHORIZATION (if applicable; complete omly if authorizing an agent)
Lhereby suthorize ‘Joe Bems (Barr Engineering) to-act on'my behalf as my agent in the processing of this application and'to
furnish; upon request, supplemental information in support of this pérmit application.

oATe: /2/28/0e

26. Application is hereby made fora permit or permits 10 authorize the work described in this application. | certify that the information in this
application is complete and accurate, | further certify that I possess the authority to undertake the work deseribed herein or am acting as the duly
authorized agent of the applicant.

Jefe2/ot iy 12/e/os
Date J/Signatard of agent (if any) Date

The application minst besigned by the person who desires to undertakie ire proposed acfivity (applicant), or it may be signed by a duly asthorized agent if
the stafement in Block 11 has been filled out and signed. 18 U.S.C. Section 1001 provides that; Whoever, inany manner within the jurisdiction of any
departinent or agency of the United States knowingly and willfully falsifies, conceals, or covers up with any trick, scheme, or disguises a material fact or
makes any false, fictitious or frandulent statements or representations or makes or uses any false writing or document knowing same to contain any faise,
fictitinus or raudulent statements of oatry, shall be fined not more than 310,000 or imprisoned not more than five years or-both.

ENG FORM 4345, Jul 97 EDITION OF FEB 94 IS OBSOLETE. {Proponent: CECW-OR)

A ofld e g ol il
Stgnature Fapplicant
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18. ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REQUIRED FOR PROJECT-SPECIFIC REPLACEMENT (Required only if you marked Box B or Box C in Section 1)
For projects involving at least some project-specific replacement, include the following additional information:

[T} Two drawings to seale of the seplacement wetland, Include both overhead view and profile (side view or cross-sectional view), See Wha! 1o Inchide on Plans
{Instrictions, Page 3) for a detatled description of what should be included in these drawings, Without drawings, yorr application will be considered incomplete.

7] For created replacement wetlands, include additional soils information (if available) that indicates the capability of the site toproduce snd maintain wetland
characteristics.

Note 13 For replacement wethandsiocated on pi;ielim: easements, you need 10 receive endorsement of your project from both the easement holder and the Minnesota
Department of Public Safety’s Office of Pipeline Safety. Before start of construction, the-owner of any utilities must be notified. The landowner or contractor is
résponsible for giving this notice by calling “Gopher State One-Call™ at 652-454-0002 { Twin Cities Metro Area) or 1-800-232-11566 {al other focations).

Note2: For extensive or complex projects supplementary information may be requested at a later dated from one or more of the responding agencies.
Such information may include {but ot be timited to) the foliowing: topographic map, waler table map, soil borings, depth'soundings, aerial photographs,
environmental assessment and/or engineering reports.

19. SIGNED AFFIRMATION:

FOR PROJECTS ENVOLVING REPLACEMENT BY WETLAND BANKING ONLY. Tothe best of my knowledge and belief, all infornation in Part 1 is trae,
complete and acenrate; and I affirm that the wetiand losses will be replaced via withdrawal from an account in-the State Wetland Bank.

FOR PROJECTS INVOLVING EITHER PROJECT-SPECIFEC REPLACEMENT ONLY OR A COMBINATION OF WETLAND BANKING
AND PROJECT-SPECIFIC REPLACEMENT:

Part Az The replacement wetland. | affirm that the replacement wetland was not:
Previousty restored or ¢reated under 2 prior approved replacement plan‘or permit; AND
Drained or filed under an éxemption during the previons 0 years; AND
Restored with financial assistance from public conservation programs; AND
Restored using private fnds, other than landowner funds, unless the fiinds are paid back with interest to the individual or organization that funded the restoration; and
the individual or organization notifies the local government unit iy writing that the festored wetland may be considered for replacement,

Part B: Additional assurances {check all that apply):

I"] The wettand will be replaced before or concurrent with the actual draining or filling of a wetland.

] An tevocable bank feiter of credit, perforinance bond, of other deceptable security has been provided 10 guarantee successful completion of the wetland replacement.
The wettand losses will be replaced via withdtawal from aiy acoount if the State Wetland Bank.

Part C. Forprojects involving any project-specific replacement: Within 30°'days af either receiving approval of this application orbeginning work on the project, 1
will record the Declaration of Resirictions and Covenants on the deed for the property on which the replacement wetland(s) will be located; and 1 will at the same time
sisbmit proof of such recording to'the LGU,

T the best of my kiowledge and beliet, alt-inforimation in Part [T is trug, complete and accurate; and Laffirm ail statements i Pari A and C, a8 well as
checked assurance(s) in Part B,

e [ 12/21/08

S%mm? or applicant or ngent Date

FOR LGU USEONLY

Reéplacement plan is (check one): {7 Approved [TiApproved with conditions (conditions atlached) [ Denied
LGU official signature Date

LU has receive evidence of {itle and proof of recording of Declaration of Restrictions and Covenants for Replacement Wetland:

County where recorded Date Document # ussigned by récorder

LG official signature Date
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14, HOW PROPOSED REPLACEMENT WILL BE ACCOMPLISHED: indicate how proposed replacement will be accomplished {check only one box below
and continge as indicated),

X1 A. Wetland banking only
Complete Application for Withdrenwal of Wetland Credits Form and inclade with your application. Copies of this form are available from your LGU, or
download acopy from www.bwsrstate:mn.us
Skip to Section 19, page 6 (You do not need to complete Sections 15-18);

[ B. Projcct-specific replacement only
Continue with Section 15 below,

1 ¢, ACombination of wettand banking and project:specific replacement
Complcte dpplication for Withdrewal of Wetland Credits Fornt and inchude with your application. Copies of this form arc available from your LGU, or
download a copy from www.bwsr.state.mn.us
Continué with Section 15 below:

£5. DESCRIPTION OF REPLACEMENT WETLAND(S) CONSTRUCTION {Complete this section only if you marked Box B or Box C in Section
14 abovel

Describe in-detaif how replacement wetiand(s will be constructed. If several methods will be used, describe each method:. Details shoutd include the
foliowing: 13 type 0f construction {such as excavated inupland, restored by tile break, restored by diteh block or revegetated); 2) type, size:and
specifications.of outlet sfructures; 3) elevations relative to Mean Sea Lovel or established benchmarks or key features (such as sifl, emergency overflow or
structure height); 4} what best management practices will be iniplemented o provent ¢rosions or site degradation; 5) proposed timetable for starting and
ending the project; and 6) & vegetation' management plan, Wiste this description on a separate sheet'of paper labeled DESCRIPTION OF REPLACEMENT
WETLAND CONSTRUCTION.

See WRP Narmative, Section 6.0

16. SURPLUS WETLAND CREDITS: Ifusing project-specific replacement (Box B or Box € in Section 14 above), wili the replacement result inany
suplus wetland credits that you wish to havé deposited in the State Wetland Bank for futre use? 3 ves BO'No. Ifyes, submita Wetland Banking
Application direetly to.your LGU. Copics are available from your LGU, or download a copy from wwiv.bwsr.state mn.us

17. DESCRIPTION OF REPLACEMENT WETLANDS: Compiete the chart below: 1) Use one row of boxes forzach wetland replacement site; 2)
your project has more that one wetland replacement site, reforence your-overhoad vicw (part of Section 5y to this chart by identifying and labeling “first
replacemett site”™ and “second replacement site” on your overhead view; 3) If you are identifying only one wetland type within g given replacement site, use
the first dotted Tine(syand feave the ofhiers blank; 45 1f you have chosen to identify more than one wetlanid type in-a given replacement site, usc the‘extra dotted
fines to indicate each separate wetland type, and idenitify type(s) of replacement credits and “restored or ereated™ for each separate wetiand type with that
replacement sites 5 1f you do nothave ageess to some of the information, or'if you do not know your replacement ratio, call your LGU or SWCD office for
assistance. Photocopy chart for miore wetlaid replaceients, if néeded.)

DESCRIPTION OF REPLACEMENT WETLANDS

Identify Watershed County Section,. | Wetland Type(s) of replacement credits Restored

Wetland name or Township, | Type’ {in acres or square feet) or
replacement number R created?

site (i known) ange New Wetland Public Value indicate
{as nofed on Credits (NWC) Credits {PVC} RorC
overhead view)
Name of Mississippi Hénnepin 3 0.74ac.
First River- 20 B Rt SRS SR
replacement 5 0.05:ac.
site """"""" e, e R e e S e o A R e e e L e e i
Name of Mississippi Ramsey Upland 0.87 <
Second River-20 | | [T
replacement
1 Y T N S S S R R
'Cirentar 39 wetland types: Indicatel, 15,2,3,4,5,6, 7,8, R, or U, Wyouare 0.79 0.87
identifying only one wetland type within a given wetland impactarea, use the first :
dotted line and icave the others blank. 1¥you have chosén to identify more than one TOTAL NWC TOTAL PVC
wetland type within a given wetland impact arca, use the exira dotted Hnes to indicate REQUIRED REPLACEMENT RATIO:
cach separate wetland type, and identify predominant vegetation and size of impacted ] . y 5
ares for each separate wetland type within that impactarea, I f"?‘i‘(’f?)d 2:1, and 2.25:1 for portion
QUL KN
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PART ll: REPLACEMENT PLAN SUPPLEMENT

Forassistance in completing Part 11, contact your Local Goverrnent Unit or a professional consultant
i 7

11. DESCRIPTION OF WETLAND IMPACTS: Completc the chart below: 1) Use one row of boxes for each wetland impaet; 2) i your project has more
than oné wetland impact, reference your overhiead view (part of Section 5) to this chart by identifying and labeling “first impact™ and “second impact” on
yonr overhead view; 3) If you are identifying only one wetland type within 2 given wetland impact area, use the first dotted fine and leave the others blank;
4) fyou have chosen 10 identify more than one wetland type within a given wetland impact area, use the extra dotted lines fo indicate each wetland type, and
identify predominant vegetation-and size of impavted area for each separate wetland type within thatimpact areasy §) H you do not have access to some of

this information, calf your LGU or SWCD office for assistance. {Photocopy charf for riore impacts, if needed.)

DESCRIPTION OF WETLAND IMPACTS

Wetland Watershed | County, Wetland iype1 Predominant | Size ofarea | Existing land use in project

impact (as name or Section, vegetationin | impacted area {check all that apply)

noted on number (if | Township, impacted {inacres or

overhead known) Range wetland area square

view} Teet}

Mississippi | See WRP 1.2,3See Sec. 5.3 and 079 ac. 7] Housing
River- Table 1, Fig6& | Table 1 ] Commercial

First Ramsey Sec6.0 X} industrial

impact [v222) A A s Eadals kit i | Parks/recreation areas
1 Highways and

associated rights-of-way
--------------------------------------- esemnemsa-] 7] Forested
] Farmsteadsiagricultural
] Vacant lands
"] Public and semi-public
{schoolsigov't facilities)

1 Airports

second | | e 1 Exts}acti\ie (gravel

; pitsiquarties)

impact [] Other:

YF you are identifying onfy ore wetland type within a given yvettand impactaréa, use the first dotfed 1ine and leave the others blank. Ifyou have chosen to dentify more
than one wetland type within a given weiland impact area, use the extradotted lines fo indicate each separate wetland type; and identify predominant vegetation and size
of impacted ares for cach separate wethand type with that inpact area.

TOTALS OF AREA(S) IMPACTED FOR EACH WETLAND TYPE ON CHART (indicate acres B3 or syuare feet C}}

Type: 10:42 1L 2049 3048 4 5: & 7 8: R:

12, SPECIAL CONSIDERATIONS: Arc you aware of any special considerations that apply 1o either the impact Site(s) o1 the replacement site(s)? 3 ves KINo
{Examples: the presence of endangered species, speciat fish and wildiife resources, sensitive surface waters, or waste disposal site.) I YES, tistand describe briefly.

13, SHORELAND IMPACT ZONE: Please identify cach wetland impact site noted in Section 15 thatis within 1000 feet of a'lake or 300 feét'of a fiver,

Wetland A
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Instructions For Partli

Complete those portions of Part 11: Replacement Plan Supplement for which information is readily available {such as location, existing land use, size
of imipact area, etc.) A person certified in wetland detineation must determine items pertaining 4o specitic wetland impacts {(wetland type,
predominant vegetation, watershed name, ete.} Contact the focal soil and water conservation district (SWCD) office for further information on
obtaining such items.

What to include on Plans

Detailed overhead views of replacement sitefs) (Part 11}, as well as profile view(s) of replacement site(s) (Part II), may be cither hand drawn,
computer generated or professionally prepared, as long as they contain all necessary information clearly, accurately, and in adequate detail. Please
include specific dimensions whenever possible. You may also include photos, if you wish.

Overhead views of Pat 11 replacement site(s) should include the following items that pertain {o your project:
Property boundaries and/or ot dimensions.
tocation and sxtent of shorsling, wetlands and water,
Location and dimensions of proposed project, structure or activity. Include iength, width, elevation and other measurements.as appropriate:
Points of reference (such as existing homes, structures; docks or landscape features).
Location of inlet and outiet structurcs.
Indication of north.
L ocation of speil-and disposal sites (if applicable}.
Areasof wetland and upland plants established.

Profile views {side or cross-sectional views) should include the following items that pertain to your project:
Location and dimensions of proposed project. structure or activity.- Include elevation; depth, soil profile, side slope and other
measurements as.appropriate.
Proposed water-fevel elevation.

Final Checklists
Part Il: Replacement Plan Supplement

71 Have you completed all of Part I (pages 3-5)7
{1 Did you (or your agent) sign Section 19 on page 57
1 Have you included the necessary attachments for Part 11?

Attackiments must include:
If the project includes any wetland banking (complete or partial), include Application for Withdrawal of Wetland Credits Form (Section 14)
7] H the project includes any project-specific replacements (complete or partiaf}, include:

Deseription of Replacement Wetland(s) Construction {Section 15}

Copy of vegetation management plan (Section 15)

Seale drawing of ovethead view or replacement wetland (Section 18)

Scale drawing of profile view of replacement wetland (Section 18)

Attachments may also include:

[] Additional déscription of Wetland Impact Charts (Section 11} (if additional space was needed)

[[] Additional Description of Replacement Wetlands charts (Section 17} (if additional space was needed}
] Additiohal sofls information. for created réplacement wesland(s) (Section 18)(if availablc)

Note: To deposit surplus wetland credits in the State Wetland Bank, submit a Wetland Banking Application directly to.your LGU {Section 16}

Preparing Your Application for Mailing
X1 To apply for both state and Federal authovization, your-application must include Part I (Page 1), the Federal application (Page 2}, and
attachments as indicated on Final Checklist for Part  (Instractions, Page 2).
[J Your application must also include Part 11 (Pages 3-53) and additional attachments as ifidicated on Final Checklist for Part I {above).
] Make three copies of the entire application and allattachments. Keep the original, and mail the theee copies to the appropriate local, state,
and Federal agencies (see lnstructions for Part 1 for addresses).
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FOR LGU USE ONLY:

Determination for Part I: [1 Ne WCA Jurisdiction
1 Exempt: No. {per MN Rule 8420.0122)
[ No Loss: (AB.. . £, per MN Rule 8420.0220)

[] Replacement requised — appiicant must complete Pari TH

COMPLETE THE SECTION BELOW ONLY EMENT ISNOT REQUIRED:
Application is {check one): [73 Approved {_TApproved with conditions {conditions attached) {1 Denied

Comments/Findings:

LGU official signatine Date

Nanie and Title

For Agricultural and Drainage exemptions (MN Rule 8420.0122 Subps. 1 and 2B), LGU has received proof of recording of restrictions
{per BN Rule 842001151

Connty where recorded Date Document § assigned by recorder

LGU gfficial signature Datg

Minnesota Local/State/Federal Application Forms for Water/Wetland Projects
Page 3




Appendix B

Application for Withdrawal of Wetland Credits



APPLICATION FOR WITHDRAWAL OF WETLAND CREDITS
FROM THE MINNESOTA WETLAND BANK

Return Original to BWSR — Transaction will not be processed without original signatures

1. PROPOSED USER OF CREDITS

Name(s): Marathon Petroleum Company LLC

Address: 301 St. Paul Park Road

St. Paul Park, MN , 55071
City State ZIP

Day Phone:  651-458-2758

2. Impact Site Information
County: Ramsey Major Wirshd No.20
Location: Sects. 3SW + 4SE , Twp. 28 Rge. 22
Size of Wetland Impact: 0.85 ac.
Wetland Types? Impacted: 1, 2, and 3
Topo Setting®: isolated and flow-through
Required Replacement Ratio: 2:1, and 2.25:1 for out of kind
portion WCA or local Ordinance?
Amount to be replaced using Bank Credits: _1.66 ac. total
Amount replaced on site: none
Project Name: Marathon Petroleum Pig’s Eye Rail Yard

Expansion
Attach replacement plan if additional detail is needed.

3. OWNER /SELLER OF CREDITS

Account No. 1346

County: Hennepin

Name of Seller: Paul Robinson
Address:

Watershed No. 20

Paul Robinson - Account Manager
(Name and Title of Authorized Representative)

(Signature of Seller/Authorized Representative)
Phone: 763-398-0320

4. Regulating Authority(ies) Approving
the Use of Wetland Bank Credits

WCA Replacement Plan Approved by (check all that apply):

X Local LGU (Print LGU Name)_City of St. Paul
LGU Permit #

X] U.S. Army Corps of Engineers: Permit #

[] MN Dept. of Natural Resources: Permit #

[ ] Natural Resources Conservation Service: Permit #

] Other authority involved*:

*Attach relevant information explaining the details and
relationship of the other regulatory authority.

5. CREDITS PROPOSED TO BE WITHDRAWN FROM ACCOUNT NO.

Credit NWC
Sub-Group! Acres or Sq. Ft.
B 0.74 ac
D 0.05 ac

PvC

Acres or Sq. Ft.

#1346
Wetland Type? | Topo. Setting® Cost per
Sq. Foot
3 Shallow marsh 1.25
5 Shallow open 195
water

Totals: 0.79 ac

Bank accounts are assigned letters to signify credit sub-groups, which represent wetland areas with different wetland characteristics.

2Circular 39 types: 1, 1L, 2, 3, 4,5, 6, 7, 8, R, U (for Upland Buffer).

*Topographic setting types: shoreland, riverine, floodplain, flow-through, tributary, isolated.

BWSR Form: WCA-WB-05 (May 2002)
(Application for Withdrawal of Credits)

Page 1 of 2




6. CERTIFICATION OF USER OF WETLAND CREDITS
The proposed user of credits hereby certifies that he/she: a) either owns the subject wetland credits or has entered into an
agreement to purchase said credits, subject to the approval of all applicable regulatory authorities and b) has filed appropriate
plans, specifications and application forms with all applicable regulatory authorities that describe the wetland or water resource
impacts for which the subject wetland credits will be utilized for mitigation purposes.

Authorized Signature of Proposed User of Credits Print Name Date

7. REGULATORY AUTHORITY APPROVAL(S)
The following authorized representatives of the regulatory authority (ies) identified on page 1 of this application hereby certify that
they have: a) verified that the subject wetland credits are deposited in the account of the owner / seller, b) approved a wetland

replacement plan or other water resource impact under their jurisdiction, and c) approved the proposed use of the wetland bank
credits described herein.

Print Name of WCA LGU Official Signature of Authorized WCA LGU Official Date
Print Name of Other Regulatory Official Signature of Authorized Official Date
Print Name of Other Regulatory Official Signature of Authorized Official Date

8. CERTIFICATION OF OWNER / SELLER OF CREDITS
I am the holder of the aforementioned account in the State of Minnesota Wetland Mitigation Bank and hereby certify that:
1) the credits described in this application have either been sold to the user of credits or | will use them to
mitigate wetland impacts for my own project,
2) | have received payment in full from the buyer (if applicable),
3) the credits have not been sold or used in any way to mitigate wetland losses other than for the project
and location identified in the project site information block on the previous page,
4) the subject wetland credits should be withdrawn my account, and
5) I will not have a negative balance of credits after the subject credits are debited from my account.

Authorized Signature of Owner / Seller of Credits Date

9. BWSR APPROVAL AND DEBITING OF ACCOUNT
| hereby certify that the credits have been properly debited from the subject account, effective the date of signature.

Authorized Signature & Title Date

Upon approval by the BWSR, a copy of this instrument will be mailed to the user of the credits, all regulatory authorities involved, the account
holder and the Board Conservationist. A letter will also be sent to the account holder acknowledging the debit and new account balance.

IMPORTANT REMINDERS

1. The Regulatory Authority approving the use of the credits has the ultimate responsibility to submit this form when
fully executed (with original signatures) to the BWSR Wetland Bank Administrator so the affected account can be
properly debited. It is acceptable for the Regulatory Authority to allow the user or seller of the credits to submit this form to
BWSR, however the Regulatory Authority is still responsible if the use of the credits is not properly reported to BWSR.

2. No impacts to any wetland or other water resource may commence until the credits have been debited from the
Minnesota Wetland Mitigation Bank and a copy of this approval has been mailed to the regulatory authority(ies), the
account holder and the user of the credits.

3. Itis acriminal offense for a seller of wetland credits to sell credits more than one time. It is the responsibility of the
account holder to report any credit sales that are not noted on the most current official BWSR account balance.

Page 2 of 2
BWSR Form: WCA-WB-05 (May 2002)
(Application for Withdrawal of Credits)




APPLICATION FOR WITHDRAWAL OF WETLAND CREDITS
FROM THE MINNESOTA WETLAND BANK

Return Original to BWSR — Transaction will not be processed without original signatures

1. PROPOSED USER OF CREDITS

Name(s): Marathon Petroleum Company LLC

Address: 301 St. Paul Park Road

St. Paul Park, MN ,

55071

City State

Day Phone:

ZIP

651-458-2758

2. Impact Site Information
County: Ramsey Major Wirshd No.20
Location: Sects. 3SW + 4SE , Twp. 28 Rge. 22
Size of Wetland Impact: 0.85 ac.
Wetland Types? Impacted: 1, 2, and 3
Topo Setting®: isolated and flow-through
Required Replacement Ratio: 2:1, and 2.25:1 for out of kind
portion WCA or local Ordinance?
Amount to be replaced using Bank Credits: _1.66 ac. total
Amount replaced on site: none
Project Name: Marathon Petroleum Pig’s Eye Rail Yard

Expansion
Attach replacement plan if additional detail is needed.

3. OWNER /SELLER OF CREDITS

Account No. 1138

County: Ramsey

Name of Seller:
Address:

Watershed No. 20

Linda Fisher - Account Manager

(Name and Title of Authorized Representative)

(Signature of Seller/Authorized Representative)
Phone: 952-896-3210

4. Regulating Authority(ies) Approving
the Use of Wetland Bank Credits

WCA Replacement Plan Approved by (check all that apply):

X Local LGU (Print LGU Name)_City of St. Paul
LGU Permit #

X] U.S. Army Corps of Engineers: Permit #

[] MN Dept. of Natural Resources: Permit #

[ ] Natural Resources Conservation Service: Permit #

] Other authority involved*:

*Attach relevant information explaining the details and
relationship of the other regulatory authority.

5. CREDITS PROPOSED TO BE WITHDRAWN FROM ACCOUNT NO. #1138

Credit
Sub-Group!

B

NwWC
Acres or Sq. Ft.

PVvC
Acres or Sq. Ft.

0.87 ac

Wetland Type? | Topo. Setting® Cost per
Sq. Foot
Upland 0.29

Totals: 0.87 ac

Bank accounts are assigned letters to signify credit sub-groups, which represent wetland areas with different wetland characteristics.
2Circular 39 types: 1, 1L, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, R, U (for Upland Buffer).
Topographic setting types: shoreland, riverine, floodplain, flow-through, tributary, isolated.

BWSR Form: WCA-WB-05 (May 2002)
(Application for Withdrawal of Credits)

Page 1 of 2




6. CERTIFICATION OF USER OF WETLAND CREDITS
The proposed user of credits hereby certifies that he/she: a) either owns the subject wetland credits or has entered into an
agreement to purchase said credits, subject to the approval of all applicable regulatory authorities and b) has filed appropriate
plans, specifications and application forms with all applicable regulatory authorities that describe the wetland or water resource
impacts for which the subject wetland credits will be utilized for mitigation purposes.

Authorized Signature of Proposed User of Credits Print Name Date

7. REGULATORY AUTHORITY APPROVAL(S)
The following authorized representatives of the regulatory authority (ies) identified on page 1 of this application hereby certify that
they have: a) verified that the subject wetland credits are deposited in the account of the owner / seller, b) approved a wetland

replacement plan or other water resource impact under their jurisdiction, and c) approved the proposed use of the wetland bank
credits described herein.

Print Name of WCA LGU Official Signature of Authorized WCA LGU Official Date
Print Name of Other Regulatory Official Signature of Authorized Official Date
Print Name of Other Regulatory Official Signature of Authorized Official Date

8. CERTIFICATION OF OWNER / SELLER OF CREDITS
I am the holder of the aforementioned account in the State of Minnesota Wetland Mitigation Bank and hereby certify that:
1) the credits described in this application have either been sold to the user of credits or | will use them to
mitigate wetland impacts for my own project,
2) | have received payment in full from the buyer (if applicable),
3) the credits have not been sold or used in any way to mitigate wetland losses other than for the project
and location identified in the project site information block on the previous page,
4) the subject wetland credits should be withdrawn my account, and
5) I will not have a negative balance of credits after the subject credits are debited from my account.

Authorized Signature of Owner / Seller of Credits Date

9. BWSR APPROVAL AND DEBITING OF ACCOUNT
| hereby certify that the credits have been properly debited from the subject account, effective the date of signature.

Authorized Signature & Title Date

Upon approval by the BWSR, a copy of this instrument will be mailed to the user of the credits, all regulatory authorities involved, the account
holder and the Board Conservationist. A letter will also be sent to the account holder acknowledging the debit and new account balance.

IMPORTANT REMINDERS

1. The Regulatory Authority approving the use of the credits has the ultimate responsibility to submit this form when
fully executed (with original signatures) to the BWSR Wetland Bank Administrator so the affected account can be
properly debited. It is acceptable for the Regulatory Authority to allow the user or seller of the credits to submit this form to
BWSR, however the Regulatory Authority is still responsible if the use of the credits is not properly reported to BWSR.

2. No impacts to any wetland or other water resource may commence until the credits have been debited from the
Minnesota Wetland Mitigation Bank and a copy of this approval has been mailed to the regulatory authority(ies), the
account holder and the user of the credits.

3. Itis acriminal offense for a seller of wetland credits to sell credits more than one time. It is the responsibility of the
account holder to report any credit sales that are not noted on the most current official BWSR account balance.

Page 2 of 2
BWSR Form: WCA-WB-05 (May 2002)
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Appendix C

Project Construction Plans
and Cross Sections
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Historical Aerial Imagery



3
X
@
1%
>
e
X
£
~
)
o
7
[a]
Q
<
o
o
E
)
=]
f =
&
=
°
2
Q.
<
=
=
]
@
]
Q
N
@
@
<]
N
P
a
o
2
o
a
=
]
[
=
<
™~
e
<
N
S
—
@
S
S
I
d
=
R
o
<
g
o
[a]
L
°
S
L
3
o

1937 Aerial Imagery
Appendix D
—+— Existing Railroad 1937 AER'AL PHOTOG RAPH

|:| Project Area Pig's Eye Site
St. Paul, Minnesota




Minnesota

s Eye Site

Appendix D
1940 AERIAL PHOTOGRAPH
Pig'
St. Paul

>
)
>
&
E
I
@
<
)
I
>
-

—+— Existing Railroad

|:| Project Area

MSY| 118SN PXW'OKET addwv\dHMiSpueapmsdeN\88EZ8\EC\SIa0Id\:| :Blld  INY Z0:8E:0T 800Z/LT/v :9¥ed 1181004 lieg




Pig's Eye Site
St. Paul, Minnesota

Appendix D
1953 AERIAL PHOTOGRAPH

1 >
q QO
(@]
©
E
T
@
<
™
Lo
(0]
—

—+— Existing Railroad

|:| Project Area

MSY 118SN PXWESET addwv\dHM\SPURaMISABIN\BBEZ8\EC\SIBI0Id\:| :Bll4 NV TO:07:0T 800Z/LT/v :9¥ed 1181004 lieg




3
X
o
@
7]
o
o
X
€
©
©
2}
HI
[a)
=3
<
o
o
2
(%)
°
f =
8
=
]
2
=1
5]
=
=
©
©
[}
2
N
©
2
<)
s
P
a
3]
k)
S
o
=
]
[
=
<
<
N
o
S
=}
=
©
o
[}
I
Q
=
]
s
<5
g
]
[a]
L
]
o
L
I
o

1966 Aerial Imagery
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1980 Aerial Imagery
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—+— Existing Railroad 1980 AER'AL PHOTOG RAPH
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1991 Aerial Imgery
Appendix D
—+— Existing Railroad 1991 AER'AL PHOTOG RAPH
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2000 AERIAL PHOTOGRAPH
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Appendix E

Wetland Data Forms



DATA FORM
ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION
{1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manuai)

Project/Slte: Pig's Eye Rail Yard Dater  11/16/2005

Applicant/Owner:  Marathon Pefroleum County: Ramsey

Investigator: Ksw ) Slate: wl\f_N o

— T ng_s_ No o Commun‘l.; D Wei!an:/:m

Do normal circumstances exist on the site? M O Transect 1D

Is the slte signiﬂpant!y disturbed (atypical situation)? ] Plot 1D: 5B-1

Is there & potential problem area? 3 Cireular 39 Type: 2/31

{If needed, explain on reverse).

. | Cowardin: PEMBICIFOA
VEGETATION
%, b,
Dominant Plant Specles Cover Statum  Indicalor Other Plant Specles Cover Shatum  [Indicalor

1. Phalers arundinacea 80 H FACW+ 1. Typha species 19 H CBL

2. Populus defloides 5 SIS FAGC+ 2. Utllea diclea & H FAC+

3 3 Cr‘rsiuni arvense 3 H FACU
4. 4, Nepela catara 2 H FAC-

5. 5.

& 6.

7. 7.

8. 8,

9, 9.

10, 10,

Parcent of dominant species that are OBL., FACW or FAC

{excluding FAC-) 160 —
Remarks: " T - -
HYDROLOGY

{¥} Recorded data {describe in remarks):

] Streamn, lake, or fide gauge
] Aetial photographs

M Other

[ Morecorded data avaliable

Wetland Hydrology indicators:
Prmary Indleators:

] inundated

¥ Saturated in upper 12 inches
] Water marks

{7} Dritt fines

Field Observaflons:

Depth of surface water:  None

Depth fo free water in pit: 16

Depth o saturated sol: 9

{in.)
{in.)
(in)

[T] Sediment deposits
{7] Drainage patterns In wetland

Secondary Indicators (2 or more required):

3 Oxidized root channels in upper 12 inches
[ Water-stained leaves

{"] Local soll survey data

[} FAC-neutral test

[ Other {explain in remarks)

Remarks:




SOILS

Map unit name
(series and phase): Drainage class:
Yes No
Taxonomy (subgroup): Fleld observations eonfirm map type? 1 o
Profile Deseription:
Depth Matrix Color Mottle Colors Mottle Texiure, Concretions,
{inches) Horizon {Munsell Moist) (Munsell Moist) Abundance/Contrast  Shuclure, efc.
0-5 10YR21 sandy muck
612 10YRE3 5YR4/6 10% sand (sediment)
wigravel
12-31 10YR3/M mucky clay

Hydrle Soll Indicators:

] Histosal

() Histic epipedon

[T} Suifidic odor

{3 Agule roisture regime

7] Reducing conditions

Gleyed or low-chroma solors

[} Concretions

Migh organic content in surface layer in sandy soll
[7] Organic streaking In sandy sofls

[T} Listed on Local Hydric Sofis List

[] Listed on National Hydric Soils List

[ Cther {explain In remarks)

Remarks:
The 6-12 inch layer indicates solls are disiurbed.

WETLAND DETERMINATION

Hydrophytic vegetation present?
Wetland hydrology present?

R & & E
0ooFk

Hydric soils present?

Yes
Is this sampling point within a wetland?

0§

Remarks:

Wetland A




DATA FORM
ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION
(1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual)

Project/Site: Pig's Eye Rail Yard Date:  11/18/20086
Applicant/Owner:  Marathon Petroleum County: Ramsey
Investigator: K8W . State:  MN
o - Yes E T Community ID Welland A-upland
Do normat clircumstances exist on the site? M Transeet 1D
1s the site slonificantly disturbed {atypical situation)? ] Plot ID: SB.2
Is there a potential problem area? 3 Cireular 36 Type:
(if needed, explain on reverse). : _
Cowardin.
VEGETATION
b, %
Dominant Plant Spedies Cover Stratum  Indicalor Other Plant Specles Cover Stalum  Indicator
1. Cenfaures biebersteinil 40 H URL 1. Chsium anvense 10 H FACU
2. Phalaris arindinacea 30 H FACW+ J 2.
3. Nepefa celara il H  FAC- 3
4, Populus deffoides 10 88 FAC+ 4,
5. 5,
8. 8.
7. 7.
8. 8.
9 9,
10. 10,
Percent of dominant species that are OBL, FACW or FAC
{excluding FAC-) 80 .
Remarks: e - m
HYDROLOGY
Recorded data {describe in remarks). Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
[7] Stream, lake, or fide gauge Primary Indicators:
Agrial photographs (7] Inundated
[] Saturated in upper 12 inches
[ Other

] Water marks

{71 No recorded data available 7] britlines
[[] Sediment deposits

{] Dralnage patterns in wefland

Field Observafions:
Depth of surface water:  None {in.)

Secondary Ingicators {2 or more required):

Depth o free water in pit: None (in-) [] Oxidized root channels in upper 12 inches

Depth lo saturated scil:  None Gn) [7] Water-stained leaves

[} Local soil survey data

[ FAC-neutral test

[] Other (explain in remarks)

Remarks:




SOILS

Map unit name
{seties and phase): Drainage class:
Yes No
Taxonomy (subgroup): Field observations confirm map type? O g
Profile Descripiion:
Depth Matrix Color Mottie Colors Mottle Texture, Concretions,
(inchas) Horizon {Munsell Moist) {Munsell Moist) Abundance/Contrast Stucture, eic.
0-12 10YR4/3 10YR4/M sandy loam wigravel
12+

rock refusal

Hydrle Soll Indicators:

7] Histosol

[} Histic epipedon

7] Suffidic odor

7] Agquic molsture regime

[} Reducing condilions

d Gleyed or low-chroma colors

[} Concretions

{7} High orpanic contentin surface layer in sandy soll
"} Orpanic streaking In sandy soils

[ Listed on Local Hydric Solls List

[] Listed on National Hydric Softs List

{T] Other (explain in rernarks)

Rematks:
WETLAND DETERMINATION
Yes No Yes Neo
Hytrophytic vegetation present? 1 ¥l Is this sampling point within a wettand? ! v
Wetland hydrology present? M
Hydric soils present? 1 V7

Remarks:

Wetland A-upland




DATA FORM
ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION
(1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manuat)

Project/Site: Pig's Eye Rall Yard Date: 117182005
Applicant/Owner:  Marathon Pelroleum County: Ramsey
Investigator: KSW - State:  MN
Yes No Community ID SB-3
Do normal circumstances exist on the site’? 'H “Transect 1D:
Is the site significantly disturbed (atypical situation)? 0 @ Plot 1D 8B-3
is there a potential problem area? 3 Gircular 30 Type:
{If needed, explain on reverse).
Cowardin:
VEGETATION
%,
Dorpinant Plant Spacies Cover Statum  Indicator
1. Populus deffoldes 16 815 FAD+ 1.
2 2.
3. 3
4. 4,
L 5.
6. 6.
7. 7.
8 8.
9. 3
10. 10.
Parcent of dominant species that are OBL, FACW or FAC
{excluding FAC-) 100
Remarks! " . . T
bare soll recently graded
HYDROLOGY
W Recorded data (describe in remarksh Wetland Hydrology indicators:
[} Stream, lake, or tide gauge Primery Indicators:
f7] Aetial photographs Inundated
[ Salurated In upper 12 Inches
[} Other {7] Water marks
] Norecorded data available [ Priftines
- [} Sediment deposits
Field Observations: [7] Dralnage patterns in welland
D T T« X
epth of surface waler ! () Secondary Indicators {2 or more required):
Depth to free water In pit: © (in) [} Oxidized root channels in upper 12 inches
Depth to saturated soil: 0 giny [] Water-stained leaves
1 Local soil survey data
7] FAC-neutral test
[[] Other (expiain in remarks)

Remarks:




SOILS

Map unit name

{serles and phase): Drainage ¢lags:
Yes No

Taxonomy (subgroup): Fleld ohservations confirm map fype? N
Profile Descriotion:

Depth Matrix Color Mottle Colors Motile Texture, Concretlons,

(inches} Horlzan {Munsell Molst) {Munsell Molst) Abundance/Contrast Structure, eie.

06 10YR4i2 10YRE/6 10% sandy clay

&+ rotk refusal

Hydric Sgll Indicators:

[} Histosol

] Histic epipedon

[T Sulfidic odor

0 Aquic moisture regime

{7] Reducing conditions

Gleyed or low-chroma colors

{7} Cencretions

7] High orgenic content In surface layer In sandy soil
{7 Organic shreaking in sandy soils

[} Listed on Local Hydric Solls List

] Listed on National Hydric Solls List

' Other {explain In remarks)

This is small area (10 ft long x 3 ft wide) was recently graded allowin
Weflland A between the berm and Wetland A, This area had wefland
that water flows downslope into Wetland A during the growing season, rather than pon
visit duzing the growing season is recommended to verify whether it s wetland.

Remarks:
WETLAND DETERMINATION
Yes No Yes No
Hydrophyiic vegetation present? O ts this sampling point within a wetland? 71 N
Wetand hydrology present? 0
Hydric solis present? O
Remarks:

88-3

g a pocket of /2 ingh thickness of ive two feet upstope from
characteristios at the time of the site visit, however, itis likely
ding for & long duraiion. An additional sife




DATA FORM

ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION
(1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manua)

Depth to saturated sofl: O

(in.)

Project/Site: Pig's Eye Rall Yard Date:  $1/18/2005
Applicant/Owner:  Marathon Pelroleum County: Ramsey
Investigator: KSW State:r MN
Yes No Community ID SB-4
Do normal circumstances exist on the site? M Transect 1D
15 the site significantly disturbed (alypleal situation)? i Plot 1D: SB-4
Isth H;
s there a potential problem area? (3 Circular 39 Type:
{if needad, explain on reverse).
Cowardin:
VEGETATION
%
Dominant Plant Soecies ver Strajum  Indicafor
1. Populus delfoides 19 SIS FAG+ 1,
2 2.
3 3
4 4,
5, 8,
6. 6.
7. 7.
8 8.
9. 9.
10. 10.
Percent of dominant species that are OBL, FACW or FAC
(excluding FAC-) 100
Remarks: a - .
bare soil recently graded
HYDROLOGY
Recorded data (describe In remarks): Wetiand Hydrology Indicators:
[} Stream, lake, or fide gauge Primary Indicators:
[A Aerlal photographs nundated
Saturated in upper 12 inches
[} Other ] Water marks
[ Norecorded data avaifable (7] Driftlines
- {7} Sediment deposits
Field Observations: {7 Drainage pattems in wetland
D i1 RS in.
epth of surface water L (in.} Secondary Indicators {2 or more requiredy;
Depth to free waterinpit: 0 {in.}

N Oxititzed root channels in upper 12 inthes
[} Water-stained leaves

{1 Local soit survey data

] FAC-heufral test

7] Other {explain in remarks)

Remarks:




SOILS

Map unit name

{series and phase): Dralnage class:
Yes No
Taxonomy {subgroup). Field observations confinn map type? 0O M
Profile Description:
Depth Matrix Color Motite Colors Mottie Texture, Conerations,
(inches) Horizon (Munsell Moist) (Munselt Moist) AbundancefContrast Struciure, etc.
0-6 10YR4/2 10YRE/6 10% clay

Hydrie Soil indicators:

3 Histosol ! Conerefions
[} Histic epipedon [ High organic content in surface layer In sandy soll
(] Sulfidic odor (M Organic streaking in sandy soils
] Aaquic moisture regime {7} Listed on L.ogal Hydric Soils List
] Reducing conditions [} Listedon National Hydric Soils List
W] Gleyed or low-chroma colors [T Other (explain in remarks}
Remarks:
WETLAND DETERMINATION
Yes No Yes No
Hydrophytic vegetation present? M 7 Is this sampling point within a wetland? [ ]
Wetlang hydrology present? 0
Hydric solls present? M
Remarks:

This is small area (15 ft long x 3 ft wide) was recently graded aliowing a pocket of /2 inch thickness of ice two feet upsiope from
Welland A betwean the berm and Wetland A, This area had welland characteristics at the time of the site visit, however, it is Tikely
that water flows downslope into Wetland A during the growing season, rather than ponding for 2 fong duration, An additional site
visit during the growing season 1s recommended to verify whether it is welland.

5B-4



DATA FORM
ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION
(1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual)

Project/Site: Pig's Eye Rall Yard Date:  11/18/2006
Applicant/Owner:  Marathon Petroleum County: Ramsey
nvestigator: KsWwW . Stater  MN
Yes Ne Community ID Welland B
Do normal clrcumstances exist on the site? N Transect 1D:
Is the site significantly disturbed (atypical situation)? M Plot 1D: 8.5
15 there a potential problem area? M Gircular 36 Type: 312
{If needed, explain on reverse).
Cowardin: PEMCIB
VEGETATION
%,
Dominant Plant Specles Cover Staum  Indicafor
1. Polygonum sp. 0 H N 1
2 2,
3 3
LY 4,
5. 8,
B. 6.
7. 7.
8. 8.
9. 9.
10. 10,
Percent of dominant species that are OBL, FACW or FAC
{excluding FAG-) . 100 )
Remarks: " . - "
bare soil
HYDROLOGY
Recorded data {desoribe in remarks): Wetland Hydrology indicators:
[ Steam, lake, or tide gauge Primary Indicators:
Aerial photographs (] inundated
[T} Saturated in upper 12 inches
{7] Other {7] Water marks
["] Norecorded data available (] Driftiines
" . Sediment deposits
Figld Observations: Drainage patterns in wetland
Depth of : '
epth of surface water:  None in) Secondary Indlcators {2 or more required):
- Depth to free water in pit: None {in} [} Oxidized root channets in upper 12 inches
Depth to saturated sol: 16 {in.) {7} Water-stained leaves
[] Local soll survey dafa
| FAC-neutral fest
[T} Other {explaln In remarks)

Remarks:
Cracked surface sofl frond previous Inundation. Center of wetland 17 " thick ice.




SOLS

Map unit name
(serles and phase):

Drainage class:

Yes No

Taxonomy (subgroup): Fleld observations confirm map fype? 1 2

Profile Description:

Depth Matrix Color Mottle Colors Mottle Texture, Concretfions,

(inches} Horizon {(Munsell Moist) {Munsell Moist)  Abundance/Contrast  Structure, efc.

0+16 10YR3A sand (sediment) with

muck
16-20 J0YR2NM

clayey sand (sediment)

Hydrie Soil Indicators:

[[] Histosol

[} Histic eplpedon

7] Sulfidic odor

(1 Aquic molsture regime
{73 Reducing conditions

Gleyed or low-chroma colors

[1 Conaretions

High organic content In surface layer in sandy soil

[} Organic streaking in sandy soils
[T} Listed on Local Hydric Scils List

[} Listed on National Hydric Solls List

[] Other (explain in remarks)

Rernarks:
WETLAND DETERMINATION
Yes Mo Yes No
Hydraphylic vegetation preseni? il is this sampling point within & wetland? ¥ ]
Wetland hydrology present? ¥ 3
Hydrlc solis present? M O
Rernarks:

Wedland B




DATA FORM
ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION
(1987 COE Wetiands Delineation Manual}

ProjectSite: Pig's Eye Rail Yard Date:  11M8/2005
Applicant’Owner:  Marathon Petrcleum County: Ramsey
Investigator; KSW - Siater MN
- - } Yes No o T Communily 1D W:!Iand B-upi;;d
Do normal circumstances exist on the site? N Transect 1D
is the site significantly disturbed {atypical situation)? ] Blot 1D: SB-B
is there & potential problem area? O ¥ Gircular 38 Type:
{if needed, explain on reverse).
Cowardin:
VEGETATION
.3
Dominant Plant Species Cover Stafym Indcator
1. Centaurea bisherstsini 20 B UPL 1
2 Asfersp. 2 H N 2
3. Solidago species 20 H N 3
4, Taraxacum offichale 206 H FACU R4
5. 5.
6. 6.
7. 1.
8. 8.
8. 8.
10. 10.
Percant of dominant species that are OBL., FACW or FAC
{exciuding FAC-) 0-50 -
Remarks: - - - S
HYDROLOGY
[ Recorded data {describe In remarks): Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
[] Stream, iake, or fide gauge Primary Indicators:
Aerial photographs (] Inundated
[J Saturated in upper 12 inches
{7} Other

] Water marks

[] No recorded data avallable [7] Driftdines
] Sediment deposits

1 Drainage patterns in wetfand

Field Observations:
Depth of surface water:  None {in.)

Secondary Indicators (2 or more required).

Depth to free water in pit. None {in.} [} Oxidized foot channels in upper 12 inches

Depth to saturated soil:  None {in) [} Water-stained leaves

[] Local soil survey data

[} FAG-neutral test

[} Other {explain in remarks)

Remarks!




SOILS

Map unit name
{series and phase).

Drainage class:
Yes No
Taxonomy {subgroup): Eield observations confirm map type? M0
Profile Descriplion:
Depth Matrix Color Mottte Colors Mottle Texture, Concretions,
{inches) Horizon {Munselt Moist) {Munsell Moist) Aburdance/Contrast  Shructure, etc.
-6 10YR3/1 sandy foam
G+

rockigravel refusal

Hydric Soif Indicators:

7 Hisfosol
[ Histic epipedon
3 Sulfidic odor

J Congcretions

] High organic content in sutface layer in sandy soli
1 Orgenic sireaking in sandy solls

[} Aquic moisture regime . O Listed on Looal Hydric Solls List
[] Redusing conditions "] Uisted on National Hydiic Soils List
f:] Gleyed or low-chroma colors ] Other (explain in remarks}
Remarks:
WETLAND DETERMINATION
Ygs Mo Yes Neo
Hydrophytic vegetation presem? ! M is this sampling polnt within a wetland? | ¥
Wetland hydrology present? M
Hydric solls present? 7 i
Remarks:

Wetiand B-uplend



DATA FORM
ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION
{1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manuai)

Project/Slie; Pig's Eve Rail Yard Date:  11/18/2005
ApplicanVOwner:  Marathon Pefroleum County: Ramsey

investigator KSW State:  MN

Yes No Community 1D Wetland C T

Do normal circumstances exist on the site? 1 Transect i

I the site sianificantly disturbed (atyplcal situation)? 7] Plot 1D: SB.7

Is there a potential problem area? M Gircular 39 Type: 213

(if neaded, explain on reverse).

Cowardin PEMB/C
VEGETATION
% %,
Dominant Plant Species Cover Shatum  Indicator Other Plant Specles Cover Shatury  Indicator

1. Typha species 45 H OBL 1. Polygonum sp. 5 H N
2. Phalaris anmdinacea 50 H  FACW+ |2

3. 3

4. 4,

5. 5.

6. 6.

7. 7.

8 8

9, g,

10. 10,

Percent of dorminant specles that are OBL, FACW or FAC

(excluding FAC-) 100

Remarks: w - 1
HYDROLOGY

Recorded data (describe in remarks):

[] Stream, lake, or tide gauge
Agrtial photographs

{1 Other

[} Mo recorded data avallable

Field Observations:

Depth of surface water:  None

Depth to free water in pit: 30

Depth fo saturated soil:  None

{in)
{in.}
{in.}

Woetland Hydrology Indleators:
Primary indicators:

] inundated

] Saturated in upper 12 Inches
(] Water marks

Diift lines

{7} Sediment deposits
Drainage patterns in wetland

Secondary indicators (2 or more requiredy:

7] Oxidized root channels in upper 12 inches
[[] Water-stained leaves

[] Local soil survey data

[} FAC-neutral fest

3 Other {explain In remarks)

Remarks:




SOILS

Map unit name
(series and phase):

Drainage class:

Yes No
Taxonomy (subgroup): Field observations confirm map type? E E
Profile Description:
Depth Matrix Color Moitle Colors Mottle Texture, Concretions,
(inches) Horizon {Munsell Molst) {(Munsell Molst) Abundance/Confrast  Shuclure, efo.
0186 10YR4/2 10YRS/G silty sand
16-32 TO0YR4M silty sand

Hydric Soll Indicaters:

] Histosal

[ Histlc epipedon

] Sulfidic odor

[0 Aguic moisture regime
{7} Reducing conditions

(! Gleyed or low-chroma colors

O Concretions

[7] High organic content in surface layer in sandy soil

"] Organie streaking in sandy soils
[} Listed on Locat Hydric Svils List

(7] Listed on National Hydric Solls List

[ Other (expiain in remarks)

Remarks:
WETLAND DETERMINATION
Yes No Yes No
Hydrophylic vegetation present? M Is this sampling point within a wetland? v ]
Wetland hydrology present? 7
Hydrlc solis present? O

Remarks:

Wedtand G




DATA FORM

ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION
(1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual)

Project/Site: Pig's Eye Rail Yard

Date:  14/18/2005

Applicant’Owner:  Marathon Petroleum

County: Ramssy

Investigator: KSwW

Siate; m

Do normal circumstances exist on the site?

15 there a potential problem area?
(If needed, explain on reverse).

is the site significantly disturbed {atypical situztion)?

o
rl

00|
Q& Og|

Community I Wetland C-upland

Transect 1D

Plot i 58-8

Circular 39 Type:

Cowardin:

VEGETATION

%
Dominant Plant Species

Phalaris arundinacea 50

Cover Stiatum

Indicator
EACW

Cirstum arvense 30

FACGU

Lotus comiculalus 20

H
H
H

FAC-

Fal o

8.
10,

L T = A - o

g
o

{excluding FAC-}

Percent of dominant species that are OBL, FACW or FAC

Lo
[oY)

Remarks:

HYDROLOGY

)| Recorded data (describe in remarks):

[7] Stream,lake, or fide gauge
] Aerial photographs

7] Other

] No recorded data available

Fleld Observalions:
Depth of surface water.  None

{in.)

Depth to free water in pit: None

{in.)

Depth to saturated soil:  None

(in.)

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators:

[} nundated

[T Saturated in upper 1 2inches
7] Water marks

[} Drfft lines

[} Sediment deposits

[} Drainage patterns in weftland

Secondary Indicators (2 or more reguired):

[7] Oxidized root channels in upper 12 inches
il Water-stained leaves

{7 Local soil survey data

0 FAC-neutral test

[ Other {explain in remarks)

Remarks:




SOILS

Map unit name
{series and phase): Prainage class:

Yes No
Taxonomy {subgroup). Fleld observations confim map type? O O
Proffie Description:
Depth Matrix Color Mottie Colors Mottle Texture, Concretions,
{inches} Horlzon {Munsell Molst) (Munsell Moist)  Abundance/Contrast  Structure, etc.
0-24 10YR7/1 10YR6/6 and 10% each clay

VRS

244 rock refusal

Hydrig Soit Indicators:

(7] Histosol

[} Histic epipedon

7] Suifidic odor

[} Aquic molstura regime

[} Reducing conditions

! Gleyed or low-chroma colors

(7] Coneretions

{] High organic content In surface layer in sandy soil
O Orpanic streaking in sandy soils

[ Listed on Local Hydric Solls List

[] Listed on Nafional Hydric Soils List

{7] Other {explain in remarks)

Remarks:
WETLAND DETERMINATION
Yes No Yes No
Hydrophytic vegetation present? 1 Wi is this sampling point within a wetland? | vl
Wetland hydrology present? O
Hydrie soils present? ]
Remarks:

Wettand C-upland




DATA FORM
ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION
(1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual)

Project/Site: Pig's Bye Rail Yard Date:  11/18/2005
Applicant’Owner:  Marathon Pefroleum County: Ramsey
Investigator: KSW _ State: MN n -
Yes No Community ID Wetland D
Do normai circumstances exist on the site? i Transect \D:
is the site significantly disturbed (atypical situation)? 1 PlotiD: SB-9
I i ?
s there a potential problem area | Ciroular 30 Type: 2
{If needed, explain on reverse),
Cowardin: PEMB
VEGETATION
%. %
Dominant Plant Specles Cover Stalum  Indicator Other Plant Species Cover Siratum  Indicator
1. Phalards arundinacee 35 H FACW+ §1. Carexhysterdoing - 10 H OBl
2. Phragmites auslalls 35 H  FACWs 32 Aslersp 10 H N
3 3, Solidago species 10 H N
4, 4
5. 5.
B. B.
7. 7.
8. 8.
g, 5,
10. 10.
Percent of deminant species that are OBL, FACW or FAC
{excluding FAC-} 100
Remarks: - - o -
HYDROLOGY
Recorded data {describe in remarks): Woetland Hydrology Indicators:
[} Stream, lake, or tide gauge Primary Indicators:
Aerial photographs [ Inundated
{7} Saturated in upper 12 inches
(] Other [T} Water marks
[7] No recorded data avallable [] Deftlines
- - [ Sediment deposits
Field Observations: i) Drainage patterns in wetiand
th rfa T in. .
Depth of surface water:  Hone n-) Secondary Indicators (2 or more required):
Depth to free water in pit: None {in.} [] Oxidized root channels in upper 12 inches
Depth fo saturated soil:  None in} ([} Waler-stained leaves
7] tocal soif survey data
M FAC-neutral test
[ Other (explain in remarks)

Remarks:




SOILS

Map unit name
{seties and phase): Drainage ¢lass:

Yes Neo
Taxonomy {subgroup): Field observations confirm map type? O
Proflle Description:
Depth Mafrix Color Mottle Colors Motile Texture, Concretions,
{inches) Horlzon {Munsell Moist) {Munsell Moist) Abundance/Contrast  Structure, efc.
0-12 10YR3/2 10YR3/ and 20% and 10% sandy muck

10YR4/6

12+ refusal

Hydric Sail indicators:

Histosol

] Histic eplpadon

[} Suifidic odor

[ Aquic moisture regime
[7] Reducing conditions

M) Gleyed or low-chroma colors

] Concrefions

7] High organic content In surface layer in sandy 5ol

[} Organic streaking In sandy sofls
[T} Listed on Looal Hydric Solls List
(] Listed on National Hydric Soils List
[] Other (explain in remarks)

Remarks:
WETLAND DETERMINATION
Yes No Yes No
Hydrophytlc vegetation present? vy il Is this sampling point within a wetland? )
Weitand hydrology present? [
Hydric soils present? 1

Rermarks:

Wetland B




Appendix F

Photographs of Delineated Wetlands



Wetland A - looking north 11/21/05

Wetland A - looking south 11/21/05



Wetland A - looking west 5/5/06

Wetland A outlet into Battle Creek 11/21/05



Wetland B - looking north 11/21/05

Wetland B - looking north 5/5/06



Wetland C - looking south 11/21/05

Wetland D - looking east 11/21/05



Battle Creek — looking south 11/21/05

Area where SB-3 and SB-4 were evaluated 11/21/05



Appendix G

Compensatory Storage Data



444 Cedar Street, Suite 1500
Saint Paul, MN 55101-2140

ENGINEERS = ARCHITECTS = PLANNERS (651) 292-4400
(651) 292-0083 Fax
www.tkda.com

MEMORANDUM
To: Tina Carstens, RWMWD Reference: RWMWD Permit Application
Copies To: Greg Schafer, Marathon Saint Paul Rail Yard
Jim Hoschka, TKDA Marathon Petroleum Company, LLC
Proj. No.: 13518.001
From: Patrick McLarnon Routing:
Date: July 18, 2008

As an engineering representative for Marathon Petroleum Company, LLC (Marathon) on this project, TKDA
is pleased to submit the following information in regard to utilizing the void space within the ballast material
for floodplain mitigation.

General Description

Rule D of the RWMWD rules requires that developments placing fill within the 100-year floodplain of any
water body provide compensatory storage within the affected floodplain. The project proposes to place fill
within the floodplain of the Mississippi River due to elevation constraints on either end of the rail yard. The
elevation of the existing rail tracks on the east and west ends of the rail yard are fixed, thus controlling the
elevation of the rail yard. In order to tie into the existing rail tracks and maintain standard rail track profile
grades, placement of fill is required.

To the maximum extent possible, all open areas within the available property limits (excluding the wetland
areas) have been excavated to provide compensatory storage (note that due to past land uses on the property
and the property being a VIC site, extensive excavations below elevation 698 feet are not allowed per the
Minnesota Pollution Control Agency). Table 1 summarizes the earthwork and Figure 1 shows areas of cut
within the rail yard.

Table 1. Earthwork Summary

Soil fill above existing grade + 12,770 CY

Ballast fill above existing grade + 10,980 CY

Tie fill above existing grade + 1,400 CY

Total fill above existing grade =25,150 CY

Total cut below existing grade - 20,830 CY

Earthwork balance (fill) + 4,320 CY
Discussion

In order to provide overall compensatory storage, Marathon proposes to utilize the void space within the
ballast material to balance the floodplain fill. Based on a brief meeting held on July 7, 2008, during which
TKDA and RWMWD discussed this concept, we are providing the following information for consideration:

An Employee Owned Company Promoting Affirmative Action and Equal Opportunity



Memo Page 2 July 18, 2008
RWMWD Permit Application

Saint Paul Rail Yard
Marathon Petroleum Company, LLC

1. Based on testing performed by Braun Intertec Corporation (Braun), the void space of loose ballast
material has been tested at 45 to 50 percent of the ballast volume. Braun recommends that after
compaction of the ballast material the void space will be on the order of 35 to 40 percent. Refer to the
attached letter from Braun.

2. The ballast material, which is granite, has a low break-down potential due to the hardness of the
material. In addition, rail traffic in the yard is low volume and speed, which greatly reduces
vibrations caused by railcars.

3. The ballast material will sit on top of a graded and compacted Class 5 base, allowing for cross
drainage through the ballast material, which is a standard railroad design. The compacted Class 5
roadways within the rail yard will drain to an internal storm sewer system, reducing the potential for
fine sediment from the roadways to be deposited within the ballast. Photo 1 illustrates a typical
ballast section on top of a graded and compacted Class 5 base.

4. During flooding events on the Mississippi River, it is possible that sediment from flood waters could
be deposited in the ballast material, reducing the amount of void space. The majority of sediment in
flood waters has been transported from elsewhere within the floodplain. Therefore, there would likely
be no net loss of floodplain storage, as the transported sediment would have been removed from
somewhere else in the floodplain.

In order to balance the earthwork for the rail yard by utilizing the void space of the ballast material, the void
space has been calculated at 40% of the ballast volume. Table 2 summarizes the earthwork with the ballast

void space.

Table 2. Earthwork Summary With Ballast Void Space

Soil fill above existing grade + 12,770 CY
Ballast fill above existing grade + 10,980 CY
Tie fill above existing grade + 1,400 CY
Total fill above existing grade =25,150 CY
Total cut below existing grade - 20,830 CY
Earthwork balance (fill) +4,320CY
Ballast void space at 40% -4,390 CY
Final earthwork balance (cut) -70 CY




Memo Page 3 July 18, 2008
RWMWD Permit Application

Saint Paul Rail Yard

Marathon Petroleum Company, LLC

Photo 1. Typical Ballast Section on Top of a Graded and Compacted Class 5 Base

Source: TKDA, Sioux Falls, South Dakota, 2004.

Conclusions

Based on the above discussion, Marathon requests that the RWMWD approve the utilization of the void
space within the ballast material for compensatory storage. No additional excavation can be completed on
the project site, and Marathon does not own any available property within the RWMWD for off-site
compensatory storage. Marathon asks for your support in recommending this method for compensatory
storage to the RWMWD Board of Managers.



Total Volume Table

Total Volume Table

Total Volume Table

Station | Fill Area | Cut Area | Fill Volume | Cut Volume | Cumulative Fill Vol | Cumulative Cut Vol Station | Fill Area | Cut Area | Fill Volume | Cut Volume | Cumulative Fill Vol | Cumulative Cut Vol Station | Fill Area | Cut Area | Fill Volume | Cut Volume | Cumulative Fill Vol | Cumulative Cut Vol
1+00.00 | 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20+00.00 [ 193.23 | 185.57 703.71 650.91 14464.87 7768.22 —6696.66 38+00.00 | 0.00 0.00 23.83 6.69 2514713 20831.25 —4315.88
2+00.00 | 0.00 11.92 0.00 22.08 0.00 22.08 22.08 21+00.00 | 227.90 | 151.81 779.87 624.78 15244.74 8392.99 ~6851.75
3+00.00 | 68.81 5.96 127.43 33.11 127.43 55.19 ~72.24 22+00.00 | 258.01 | 143.26 899.84 546.43 16144.58 8939.42 -7205.16
4400.00 | 86.99 6.00 288.52 2215 415.96 77.33 -338.62 23+00.00 | 212.26 | 169.87 870.87 §79.87 17015.44 9519.29 ~7496.16 «T@-—r Qi =1 W = 2 S I 5 o« \/
5+00.00 | 200.10 |1.64 531.65 14.16 947.61 91.49 -856.12 24+00.00 | 158.04 |169.24 685.75 627.98 17701.19 10147.26 —7553.92
6+00.00 { 299.99 |5.67 926.10 13.54 1873.71 105.03 —1768.68 25+00.00 | 102.49 | 280.58 | 482.47 832.99 18183.66 10980.26 —7203.40 TaTtAL €VvT 7 2— o %?J o e 7/
6+45.06 | 488.14 | 9.80 657.66 12.91 2531.37 117.94 -2413.43 26+00.00 | 64.01 766.62 | 308.33 1939.26 18492.00 12919.51 —5672.48 - .
7+00.00 | 460.51 | 49.82 965.14 60.65 3496.52 178.59 -3317.92 27+00.00 | 71.12 947.08 | 250.24 3173.52 18742.23 16093.04 —2649.20 g ALLAST = lo980 ¥
8+00.00 | 515.87 |185.13 1808.11 435.08 5304.63 613.68 -4690.95 28+00.00 | 163.35 | 826.97 434.21 3285.28 19176.44 19378.32 201.88 "T v g ks ) "‘f 02 C ‘;y’
9400.00 | 294.81 | 230.78 | 1501.26 770.21 6805.89 1383.88 -5422.00 28+79.37 | 272.56 | 0.07 640.70 1215.57 19817.14 20593.89 776.75

10+00.00 | 205.56 |132.16 926.62 672.11 7732.50 2055.99 -5676.51 29+00.00 | 279.80 | 4.24 211.04 1.65 20028.19 20595.54 567.35
11+00.00 | 251.87 | 64.95 847.09 365.01 8579.59 2421.00 —6158.59 30+00.00 | 147.10 | 50.09 790.55 100.61 20818.74 20696.15 -122.59
12+00.00 | 259.04 | 133.96 946.13 368.35 9525.72 2789.35 —6736.37 31+00.00 | 163.79 | 0.00 575.72 92.75 21394.46 20788.90 —605.57
134+00.00 | 229.21 | 117.37 904.18 465.43 10429.90 3254.78 -7175.12 32+00.00 | 216.65 | 0.01 704.53 0.02 22098.99 20788.92 -1310.08
14+00.00 | 187.00 |133.32 770.77 464.24 11200.67 3719.03 -7481.64 33+00.00 | 239.49 | 4.28 844.71 7.95 22943.70 20796.87 —2146.84
154+00.00 | 134.88 | 164.56 596.08 551.62 11796.75 4270.65 —7526.10 34+00.00 | 279.79 | 0.00 961.63 7.93 23905.34 20804.80 -3100.54
16+00.00 | 125.97 |199.81 483.05 674.75 12279.80 4945.40 —-7334.40 34+32.26 | 234.90 | 0.15 307.47 0.09 24212.81 20804.89 —3407.92
17+00.00 | 119.24 | 209.42 | 454.09 757.83 12733.89 5703.23 —7030.66 35+00.00 | 136.31 1.25 465.68 1.75 24678.49 20806.64 -3871.85
18+00.00 | 124.35 | 194.13 451.10 747.31 13184.99 6450.54 ~6734.45 36+00.00 | 45.51 2.4 336.71 6.78 25015.20 20813.42 —4201.78
19+-00.00 | 186.78 | 165.92 576.17 666.77 13761.16 7117.30 -6643.86 37+00.00 | 12.87 3.61 108.10 .15 25123.30 20824.57 —4298.74

FRrerd wolk. SYymerrARY
MARRTHo~ PAI YARD
Pra, I8%ig.00f
e =1/18/08




FIELD BOOK:

SOIL CUT BELOW
EXISITING GRADE

o
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Plot Date: 07/16/2008

- SCALE IN FEET
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Appendix H

MNRAM Summary



Wetland Functional Assessment Summary

Marathon tiooam Confiny

Aesthetics, Ground- Wetland Stormwater Wetland
Amphibian Recreation, Water Restoration Treatment Stormwater

Werland ID Wildlife Habitat ~ Fishery Habitat  Habitat Education Comimercial Interaction Potentinl Needs Sensitivity

62—02&22—03-0%» Moderate Moderate Low Low Not Applicable Combirsation Mot Applicable Low Moderate
(WTE AP, Discharge,
Recharge

62-028-22.03-002-A Moderate Moderate Low Low Not Applicable Combination Not Applicable Maderate Moderate
X VR Q Discharge,
Recharge

§2-028-22-03-003.A Moderate Moderate Not Applicable Low Not Applicable Combination Not Applicable Moderate Moderate
(X {:} Discharge,

e S N :

Recharge

62-028-, \-p3»0g!4-A . Low Moderate Low Low Not Applicable Combination Not Applicable Low Moderate
T ,,i»-%'u%ﬁ}j&“, Discharge,
= Rechargs

62-028-22-04-001-5 Low Low Low Low Not Applicable Combination Not Applicable Low Moaderate
o e s Ax P Discharge,
nde i o T Recharge

Thursday, April 10, 2008 _ Page 1 of 1



Wetland Functional Assessment Summary

Marathon

Downstrean Wetland
Hydrologic Flood Water Water Shoreline
Wetland ID Hydregeomorphology Regime Storage Ouality Ouality Protection
§2-028-22.03-001-A Depressional/Flow-through {apparent inet and cutlet), Depressional/Flow-through (apparent Moderate Wioderate Maderate Low Not Applicable
inlet and outlet)
62-028-22-03-002-A Depressionalfisolated {no discernable inlets or outiets) Moderate Moderate Moderate Moderate Not Applicable
62-028-22-03-003-A Depressionaliisolated (no discernable inlets or outlets) Moderate Moderate Moderale Moderate Not Applicable
62-028-22-03-004-A Riverine (within the river/styeam banks}) Moderate Moderate Moderate Low Moderate
62-028-22.04-001-S Depressional/lsolated {inlet, but no cutlet) Low Moderate Moderate Low Not Applicable
Thursday, April 10, 2008 Page 1 of 1



Wetland Community Summary

2—(}28 22 G3~G{)‘I—A

R

Fioodpiain Forest

Shailow Marsh

0.1

" 62-028-22-03-004-A

62 028 22 03—{)02~A

Fresh {Wet) Meadow

[Deep Marsh

62—028-22-03-004«A

62 028-22.04-001- s '

Shaliow Marsh

Shaliow Marsh '

62-028-22—04 001- S

Fresh (Wet) Meadow

Marathon
Vegetative Diversity/Integrity
Community Weighted
Wetland Individual | Highest Average Average
Size Cowardin |Cirenular Plant Wetland |Community| Wetland Wetland Wetland
Wetland ID Subwatershed (acres) Classification| 39  |Community Proportion | Rating Rating Rating Rating %
62-028-22-03-001-A 6.05 PEMC Type 3 |Shallow Marsh 40 8.1
62-028-22-03-001-A 8.05 PEMB Type 2 |Fresh (Wet) Meadow 50 0.1
6.05 10

* Denotes incomplete calculation data,

Thursday, April 10, 2008

Page I of 1



Appendix |

City of St. Paul Conditional Use Permit Application



CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT APPLICATION
Department of Planning and Economic Development
Zoning Section

1408 Cigy Hall Annex

25 Wast Fourth Street

Saint Poul, MN 55102-1634

{651) 266-6589

Name CREC: SCHAFER
Address R0l ST, Paul  Tark ﬁ D
APPLICANT | CityST Paul_Park. st MmN zip_5507)  Daytims PhonerSLHSK, 295%
Name of Owner {if érffersnt}g_ﬁmﬁrbi an) Paciric. Bm LM\!

Contact Person (if differanty L €€ THOMAS Phone Q{ﬁé Tods b 130

Address fLocafion PIG'S G;ZE LaKe Ri\ S5T. faulL . M?\}
PROPERTY | Legal Description]2%, R4, SwS3, SESY, ST pRuL, Rﬁmsey‘ Lo, mi

LOCATION Currant Zoning ’j: éz«
{attach additional sheetif necessary)

TYPE OF PERMIT: Application 18 herpby made for a Conditional Bsazérmit under provisions.of
P
Chapter 6.3, Section 077 , Paragraphld & of the Zoning Cods.

SUPPORTING INFORMATION: Explain how the use will meetall of the appiicable standards and sonditisns,
if you are requesting modification of any special conditions or standards fora conditional use, explainwhy
the modification’is nesded and how it meets the requirements for modification oFspecial conditions in
Section 81502 of the Zoning Code. Attach additional shests f hecessary.

&

; i # S b~ i s < )
S«@é CL‘P(’CL{’,LU&{,(, et &wg& ?i;gwfu‘:m.{?m:{’ ﬁ?}{&pf\,

E(;aquired site plan is attachad

Applicant’s Sigpature A? M%‘ Date / 3/3{’ /}ﬁf Cliy Agent,




Appendix J

Approximate Location of Remediated Areas



P.dwg

DD Marath

s v Wy~ A
9 sy
b e 2y
AL P T AL
: LTS S
N

V//// APPROXIMATE AREA BACKFILLED IN 1999

MHHM APPROXIMATE AREA BACKFILLED IN 2006

- APPROXIMATE PERIMETER OF MPCA VIC
SITES VP 7530 - VP 7531

* INFORMATION SHOWN WAS TAKEN FROM
VARIOUS CANADIAN PACIFIC AND RETEK

T

e
)y

7 1)
X7 ‘::;\\\\::;\~‘)? 7) lﬂ%
7, """" 71 %

77777
i

i

4

.

L

777

T

I

|

O —

]
1
|
100 200 300

T T
I I
I [

SCALE IN FEET

MAPS
DESIGNED DRAWN | HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THIS PLAN WAS PREPARED
oo | T S SR MY DIEECT SURE Ry SION AND THAT M MARATHON PETROLEUM ST PAUL RAIL YARD 13518.001
UNDER THE LAWS OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA ST PAUL PARK MN ENVIRONMENTAL EXHIBIT
CHECKED MARATHON ’ ’ RECORD NO.
— H ENGINEERS =ARCHITECTS=PLANNERS SHEET NO. XX OF XX SHEETS

Plot Date: 04/08/2008
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Appendix K

City of St Paul Application for Wetland Determination



APPLICANT

PROPERTY
INFORMATION

APPLICATION FOR WETLAND DETERMINATION
Department of Safety and Inspections

200 Commerce Building

SFourth SL E

Suint Paul, MIN 55101-1024

{651) 266-9099

NameloRelr ScinFeR CompanyMarATIHON) PeTpoLéuM Co.
Address 201 ST PAul. PARK RD

| ciyST Paul, Paric st mMn zip 55077 Dayﬁme?hum.wgf

Property Interest of Applicant (owney, contract purchaser, eic) 1 Lot e

Name of Owner (if different) A0 FDLAN  TACIFIC Phone (/2 qott. o] 30
Ractliad ff"b\f

Address/ Location Pigls 5\{{5 L&%K:__E: RO, ST Paerl M F\_j

Legﬂbesmpﬂen'rﬁ%éﬁﬁa 5%}53 N e §"1’€&§1L3 g&“ﬁ USE_S {252, NG

{attach additional cheet if necessary)

Lot Bize Present Zoning A Present Use

Proposed Use “RAr L }1@% ExpansioN

X Request for a Détermination of No Loss or Exeniption (Need fo complete the Minnésota Wetland Conservation
At —Application for Certificate of No Loss.or Exemplion form).®

}fﬂcquesi to allow fill and-replacement ofa Wethm} {Naeid ¢ completethe Mirinesota/State/Federal
Apglication Furm for Waeesfietland Projects k.

(Attach all supporiing documentation and necessary plans with thisapplication)

* Minnesota Wetland Consérvation Act Torms can be found-on the MN Board of Water Resources website af:
i}tig:!fwww.bwsr.stafe.mn.usimdex.}zmi

AppHeant’s Signature /%

pate /2/708

&

S

i




Appendix L

RWMWD Permit Application
(Rule D and Rule E)



PERMIT APPLICATION

Return application to: 'FO BE COMPLETED BY DISTRICT:

Ramsey-Washington Metro Watershed District TR

2665 Noel Drive PERMIT NUMBER

Little Canada, MIN 55117 AMTRECEIVED DATE

Phone: (651) 792-7950 VED FROM

Fax: (651)792-7951 RECH FROM -
Megarton Raw Yaro Tereer  Pigls Eve Laxe Rb St. Pruk, mn
Nameéof Proposed Project Address/Intersection City

& Acfel Raio \fﬁﬁn $500 processing fee + S A5 40 _escrow fee=35 3, 430
Agreage to be Graded Type of Development Total Bue with Application
Rule Applicability (check all that apply):
DIRule C — Stormwater Management gﬁute D~ Flood Counst Z}ﬁu&e E - Wetland Management
{Rule F~ E & 8 Conirol CIRule G — IHick Discharge and Comnection

Grees Seanrer Macafiod Pefrobiudt Tim Boser ka TkD#H

Name of Applicant Organization Name {1y, Applitant’s Contact Organization Name
{Site Owneror Project Developer) (C«msnltmg Engrior Project Rep)
20[ ST.Paur. PR RD Yo (epne ST, SwiTe I500
Addrefss Addzass -
T Paul Patsc, M D507 ST.PAUL MN _ 55j0)~ X140
C;ty, State Zip ‘ City, State, Zip~ ‘ ,
| H5%.2158  4SL4eq. 2664 sl 299, “He) 651 291. 0033
?ho‘w ' Fax one ax

arﬁ‘a\m?ew@ morathopod, LOwA ey hmﬁhk&@%kr%ﬁ . O
g g

The: undarsigned hereby acknowledges by signing this Permit -AppHcation, the undersizned, s sgents, assigns and/or-feprosentatives
{hereinafier “Permifice”) shall abide by all ‘the standard conditions and Speckdl terms and conditions of the Ramsey-Washington Mare
Watershed Distdct Permit,

Anywork which violates the terms of the permit oy result in:the Watershed District issuing o Stop Work Order which shall immediately
canse the work oh the project relating to the permit to cense and desist

All'work on the project shall cease until the permit conditions are-met and approved by the Ramsey-Washington Metro Watershed District
staff.

T ihe event Permittee contests the Stop Work Order issued by the Watershed District, Pérmittee shall follow the Petmit Violation Grievance
Procedure, & copy of which g available st the Remsey-Washington Metro Watershed District office.

Anyattoracys® foes, costy or other expenses incurred on behalf of the Watershed District n' enforeing the terms of the permit shiall be the sole
expense of the wndersipned, Costs shall be payable from: the Permittes's escrow account. If said fees exceed the escrow amount, the
Permittee shall have ten (10) days from the date of the receipt of the invoice from the Ramsey-Washington Metwo Watershed District 10 pay
forthe-costs incurred in enforcing the permit, by'which to pay the Ramsey-Washington Metro Watershed District for said costs.

Theundersigried applicant hereby agrees to be bound by the terms of the final permit, standard conditions and specle condifions as-may be
required by the Watershed District Board for approval of the permit. The tindersigned further scknowledges that it has the authority to bind
the pesmit holder, the owner of the property andfor any entity performing work on the property plzsnant to the terms of the Ramsey-
Washington Metro Watershed District permit, and bereby shall be responsible for complying with the terms of the Kamsey-Washington

Metro Watershed District permit: v
By - W\
ermifiee




Appendix M

Permit Fee Summary



Permit Fee Description

Fee

RWMWD Processing Fee $500
RWMWD Escrow Fee for projects proposing wetland alteration and all replacement plans $2,500
City of St. Paul Wetland Conservation Act Wetland Permit Application Fee $250
City of St. Paul Conditional Use Permit Fees ($750 for up to 1 acre, $200 for each add'l acre, $180 $3.530
for site being located in the River Corridor Critical Area); assumes 14 acres ’
Total: $6,780

P:\Mpls\23 MN\82\2382388\W orkFiles\FloodplainPermitting\PermitCosts.xls



Mississippi River Critical Area Program map - Division of Waters: Min...  http://www.dnr.state.mn.us/waters/watermgmt_section/critical_area/map...

Minnesota | search
Department of Natural Resources BEN

Mississippi River Critical Area Program
map

Critical Area/MNRRA Corridor Map

Note: The corridor boundaries of the Mississippi River Critical Area and
MNRRA are the same.

See the legal description of the Mississippi River Critical Area
Corridor [PDF/32KB] for details.

Mississippi River
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Appendix N

Single Track Wetland
Crossing Minimization Alternative
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1. ALL CSP SHALL BE 12 GUAGE CORRUGATED STEEL PIPE ~ TypE O GRATE. WITH MN/DOT SEED MIXTURE 250 (70 LBS/AC), SPEC 2573) EVERY 200° IN DITCH BOTTOMS.
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